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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 14th September, 2005 

No. TAMP/20/2005-MBPT.—In exercise of the powers Conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1 963 
(3 8 of 1963). the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the Mumbai Port Trust for fixation of 
composite box rate for handling containers within the docks as in the Order appended hereto. 

A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 

lAdvt./m/I V/143/05/Exty. ] 
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SPE^gf g, &VI^2012O05-WfM 

3ff»W 

(RfcW 2005 4 > 13 4 tor qrf^cT) 

> 4 ? 5 reto gttort & tfteR <E^Rt & *rfkw *f£*r s? PrafRd ^ forq 16 ptM 2005 s>t g 4 

3TR *9RT ( ^jWV fT) % JJTCT 9?cTTC 3 $ I 


2 . 1 . 


^ arr^ 3 ^nq 3 fanfaftacf tog aaig I: 

(i) gton *R 3 SRci^R 5PTT? T^cT 4>*&R S? <R yfl^ § I 3 to*M 9SRTI ftf^ ySR 

4 R^ $ I aid^S, TJJf 4 Wt£t % feT^ g^oT 3 F& 5 R 5 R PltlfRd 4 >xRT ^ ®0 I 

(ii) eflfa of y**cM 5RN (^tXJR#) 4?5RR % yft ftRft qfR <R % S^Wd % feR ail4lcl^ #f PldWl ^ 

<fc^SR RT5^t gRl fcRT RRTT $ I SRI to? ^ to^d fcR^I ^ toaidt to £ftj4xtfl 3 g?S WI ^ 

PlHfaRid ’dfryfad %: 

(4i) T rtc ■**T5T d«n &=r-4rei % ^rrt ^*tri % srr 
(*3) 4>t^ & 5PTR 

(R) *fld 

(V) 4f%P4, '^ftal 4,c4> JPfR fafatJ 3*TR 

3aft?gai 4Ri touted 4g5RRate $ i 

(iii) #ffaft <T<£l$d ajR RFId $> fc^J ^ <ffd ?*TT^t 451 ^ 1 W4? 2002 3 3?R 

’ftcR #1, ■^T-'ETTS 3 45*£?R-4I^ d4> yfWd 451 45Rh5 2004 ^ ?I«I 3 3 fc=Rl I £\^$\ ^ 

fo tod 45Fff #T cfF^Rt & foR tfld-?3lc11 ^13ft #? 45 *£-r} % 4^4tR % fcR S?t 45t ai^Sd 34R 4R tot 
«t I 

(iv) 4>to ?t 4?F xftcT-eHTc^l alft 4R^ $> ^(T«4 cffidd ^ Mlcimc aft? c^-R ^\4 % 

5RTc5R ijH4 h «f l < ?l ^> I^a fr f cl f^RFt 3 an W IIRI SnER. 4)'^R ildM<El SRI yfclftfe ^ fpp?aic^T- 
aicPT 3*IRt 4W4, SRI 45^R S7 4>T f%#RF 4RRf 3R ^RT4 alR ?fW? i 

(V) qjfJW SR 5 TO, gtd-^ ^ cF^R 41 ^ afa « 5 c 9 R ^1 *^ 4 ^ yg'SFl / ?SFJ yfl^ % 3 HRt % Mt^I 

% gscira an^i ^.€lgg^ 20 / 2004 -gg 4 ^ fans> 10 ai^ 2004 ^ rezr ^ ^ 

{yj) 45^R S7 % 4. SJ^JTR SV3H 4 PlHfcHftjd ^1413^ #> foTq Pl^IRci ?HRt 45t dge«l«S ^R^TT 

wnfferl- 

( 45 } 

(T5) ygW4 ^M4RU| 

(g) gtf^zft 4 4 TPF 4 4 >rnf y^<^fd 
(^1) 4>^Rt ^1 wftqei 

OT^cJd #naft % fc^g cid*fR TRR^fe «H!d (^RT3IR) % y I Will % 3igfTR aic^T-aicm cRJR f^J yfl^ % I 
(VS) WR 34R! x^mj TTT^ 4 % I 3^R, yVdlRld 4lP>TflT qrti»iv S^j cIFId aiWlRd $ I ^ ^ Pl^C-M^I^ 
yapp^j (^St s^) ^ ^wk+145 43d grd 4?i ^ i>\ni% I 

(vSi) (45) flltow cfii^R ^ ^wrf&d ^ %siaft 4?l arcft# -si^l ^ Pi^IRd 4?I *ri % 3fR ^ ap4 ^tmart 4?r 
• *<R^4 wit 4 P l ^ifRd 4?I gi $ I T? ^^Rf % 3B?dR 5TCR 3fR <*>^\x 45T mIcimic ?IT5T 

qftq^%f^y^^5fnRi^R^kwrzrt^ R^Rci 

%\ 

(^3) ^ 4S^»R ^ “jflcR % 45Pfl 4?IS^^fI^4^I ^1$, 4>*&*W S3 3 ^ vi^fild SRR 

^f^lftld ft>4T W $ I 

(ix) 4R^Rl ^dMId ^ 45^R 41^ cT45 afR 45»T ^ mR 484 ^ fc^J MftflSd 9»n? (^F^R) cITf4} ^ S^I feg 

RT^ | alR ^5SR 4)(ftgvin^§ l?5B^41%fpR[W TO 4^1 4?I RI 7#I 4^ RiWlixl 5R1 

^ifc^ct} P l f^< I 3 jt 4> PR x^ 4?I s5TT xH^I & I t SlWlftd 3F^R cR 4 Tllftcl 4?f S^ 45^R-?4IR^I 

4^gft4^^4ig5RR45?^^^rg4^^5Jrixr^4^f I 


[VFT III—^TO4] 
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(x) iB ?mcfr 5RH ^ % for* gm sr^ftd ^ 30 to 2005 yfai 

<j?l rfri <#| irf 2004-05 ^ ^rrnci $ amn? *r yrften 4?l ^ntfl $ <rl 3 <&$ gft gd ?§ci to 

yHWlfc I tjfa ^\ 3 *1$ cR 9tcT-?JTT?ft ^ fcTl^ ?fl ^ 

§, **rnfr <^t wf^ % l^rtr ^ <Rt <& x?§ fafto jiffara ^ftei wfHT ara?^ § i to afk (4??i4l 
ctpm, afk 3 sft 3 gfe 4f> gjpm qta-?wo?( ^Nn? g^R <fi^ 3>l ?mTcr 3 ^ ^ ^r 

% for? (^t 3) wfa gsn^r *r tfi fto ^n 3fT*nr*rai t I aRr^f, wh a?k 3#tfT41 ^ ^ 
4 yydlfad IpH W 4?t ?kt ^ fclY^Vyft 3lfe<4> $ I 

(xi) ^v^»Rl nRqe*l 4 §t ell*ld ^5 aicTT^T, 3 P 1 ? 5 RH 4 >t 4 4 >l dHId 9^41 ^t «P 5 ^ 7 f T ? 1 vFRel sl 4 > ^dyc 4 3 ?k 

«fc"3> % 41$ 3 ^T?n $ I 


2.2. STfcTTcl liHflflfl % ^zrrcft JTSR $ 28 20CX 4?t 3P3pft *345 ^ 3PH! ypfefa 4 f^T £ I 

2.3.1. ^ 'fS’jft 4, tnr^rM 4 ^ 3, 4tf44t 45*teR <b^i y?^ 4> ftp? PinfaRdd yrffcw ^ 

;M^f4d 3^4 451 3T^J ta & 


(^) *4 W55 gw wf *R ^>pff tp^«rfl 4» w«m yMR 


w. 

B. 


20’ <W> ^ ^ 

{«. #) 

20’ % 3to ^ ^ fenj ^ 

{V. #) 




«i«!\ 


WTRt 

(i) 

<^i^M 

2500 

2000 

3750 

3000 

(li) 


3800 

3300 

5700 

4950 

(lit) 

“qj^Tor^^ 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(iv) 

?TH1M 5Tcl 45 ^»r( 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(v) 

3^ qrRft ^ ‘flcTRRO! ^ f^R 

f^i ^ ara»fei gm emj qxj Rpufe 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 


(«) otW # ?ifW to drawl # y?fto jjjpif *n ?hr 


Vi. 

V. 

fcra^i 

20’ 5WT ^ ^ feK! ^ 

(«L #) 

20’ Tt 31ft* ^ fat? 

(V. t) 




CT3I 


wc¥l 

(i) 

fliqM 

1900 

1700 

2850 

2560 

Oi) 

3 ll 4 ’ 4 l'^l 4 >*tt*RT 

3200 

3000 

4800 

4500 

(hi) 

qWniyut 45^Rf 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(iv) 

wm ^ 

3000 

2600 

. . 

4500 

3900 

(v) 

3R4 tot 3 qfcnsfR^ fcnj fWi 
fefcl ^f>3t*d*ld cTTvrf gRT oTTtJ R|i[{?l 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3550 

(vi) 

afk 3BH tntkft % ^ ^ 
5RT cil»4-^ 

1450 

1300 

2000 

1850 


2.3.2. 5n1 A ^ arfcT to ^ g^TH wntfenaft 3 3 ^ ^tn g^ ft? f^? I l 

3. ■ftgffto tR P w ff grf^rr % oi^yui $ i»H<f|ifi<?i <m jr^p vm ^4^Vi«*»d^ / ^ 

ft wa ft ^ fcajftKf i foP? ^r n?T en I % yn<T ^ fearf^ff g£pj?g> ^ 


4. ywiq ^5t gRlftcn \jffg HOdici ^ 3tftnv y? yi^l *[41 g<^41 *R a^fRw ^Rratl / <dHo£|qjx u !) ^ 

,sn-<m^TT«fr I ^ aifciR<w ^rt / & ^r to *r*n «n I ^h4V¥i<*I 3 *»n*3wt ^ ^ 

•^fT^j 7 s^cTT^ 2005 ^7 wm ^ ^tR f^n I ^gpl ntj JHR ^fk ^ ^R ^TR^Pl 4 ^ I: 
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giUEPTW 5RI ^ ^ 973 _ 

y i fa 3 57^1 gwi ^ «ncft % ttw ^T35 379T3T~ 
^?rf%cT armrT f^rTcT ^pff 
forq sttt atftnfcr Tta-SEToft Tfarafi 

^ <T3 357B, TE^TI 5171 oTT? T* 353^97!, dcl<J 
TFfcf gTTT cTJ *FJ 3>Eft sfl7 £TRT B yetoci Wff 
% foFJ Tfaftfi 3?( 3^ d3 3 >tB ft? 

ft fcmi 3 B 

$erB / ygTd 5 ! for? 37 fBsrfT^r 357 B B^ 7rto 

3TT^?it 35t E3T3 B 773ct ^ *3173 d'iHM 3 7t 
(733T7 37t % 7133 *1) tl4,Rlc1 RfBffeBt 35t 


33 2004-05 $ foO? (3Ht^ / TOIM) 37ltB 
3Toft ofFT3 3*t7 3^ cfl3 Tff (Wlfa) 

2005-063 2007-08 fftl g&mt 35t 9?£53> 
ftqfTR *5 fen? TRftfcd HHfcftM ^ 

<H«d*i 357 foRH 9TR I 


g Td l fto Tlffo^ 33 3 9Rft % 77 93d 3qi>? 

qfa TT^I 77 g^TTET.^TTTt^Tt 3T7T 31*7335 ?tol 3 $ vfHT 
oftR Trf^ TfTa 414l l s[7H 3 dFT7 5Tcl B eft ^TIIgST^I 
UT7T ggTrffi TFTTfBd I I T^TTt ^ 3>*3d7 37 cfTJd 
^^f^^77TT^7t#I^9ra^RT3Tm^% I 
cj5T3 TTTofi 3 ^TTI 31 Bt 7T3>dT B T^T7 ^97 37TT3 FI? 
Tfjff TfcrTT *19Fd 357 9FJ I g^TTTt 33 Rjfd^fBd 3573 $> fcT? 

3> trBB 3 3iici^ch ift ft ^ I I ^ 

qftcl?7 (7t31) stolBB UT7T *mji ™ tBi B t nRq^ 

BB53T7 ft ft wB TTft 37l ft ^TTJeft 77T3 IfTTT 
vjq^Tl4|4>Tll 3ft 3 ft wBl B 1 ^ 3T7 7#W 35^77 37 
T^ffcf wq eft ffen ^ Tra ^ ^t3 35 
^H^V l cbxll aB ^ fti ^frlR^d ^r^efl ^ ft ^T ttMi I 
Cf5^f7 cPt S^fcto (^7t) ft aiWSxTT B ft 
Tfg 3ir^?i|cb B f^5 ^'^• 1 I7 y^lel^l ^ ^7t 77 <b<fei 

7ftc|?g 5PTT7 ^7^ f^ yft MRacn id^^l 

7B B I 3TcFJ7, ^7717 B g7 TTWTt 7B 77T7 77PT1 75R)fl 
JI77TO SR^rT 35TB fM^I ^7 <«5lN cBB IT 77 2004-05 ^5 

fcFj cmra femuf i Btr 7H tBi B i ti^Mr ?77rm 
Rpra arra i to 7# B i t?^ ^ 97 fold ttI B? 3TOT7 77 , tB 
Rpra sn^nto «Jt, Tff^^ ^7 ^^1 g^r rt t^I B I 

3 #rrrj efto omra TwfBd % toj 

^ gTgdTB B 1 ^ gTdtfto ^7t ^ aif^B 1 


mrm 

35771 i«jt afl7 % B) ftnj 

ai^nr-aran Rfnfoifto f^7°i 3: 

(i) Tft 2005-06 ^r 2007-08 $> ftfi % ftnj 

7T7TT7RT 77 3iwix 


JUjMflt?! 77T77 ^ T7EB 357 35^77 37 ofTT^TB B? 

7T3, 3 l d l3Td 3 tI 7T9I 33lB 3^ 3imT B I 3)^37 3ld!3ld 
vim BtB ^r tB B: ______ 


2004-05 

41499 177225 

(4l7dto5) 


2005-06 

- 

(ar^TFT) 


2006-07 

i 

(3T57PT) 


2007-08 

- 

(3T57N) 

1 
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(ii) 49 2005-06 71 44 2007-08 cRJ 99 3PP 4 
4?faT4 «WWT % 31*d*ld 3ft7 ywif^l ^WWT % 
3|«d4ci aj«j*)if*Ki 344 9>t 97^445$ ] 




►’ElKEHKlKmCil 


1«R % 9$ 2001-02 3 2005-06 495 % 94t % feTTJ 

99n?P?l9 wmici f«i*i! u i 957^ 9To1 oimici 71791 95T fo<lx u l 
ywja 45? ft4T % I 


(73) o^mj 47 95wf79l 397 97495 4Wfl 4* 3Kl J kl 454411741 99 7T09T 74371 974S1 314 RFITT 347 *19 

534% %5FI, Wfaft Wl *74lft 977p olFTTl % 7)9 3 9714 §KT 44 2004-05 3fl7 2005-06 %1 

4>7^ 57979SS Wo5T44 3fk3137OT *4? c1T97T% 95*fa^ en44 9^ 19^2004-05 3f)7 2005-06% 

757 4 o^^i^l-cti'ici 977J7T 9?) 94TJ t 3fiytPi<r> ftqx v i Ri*^i^+ik 4: 

(<jTTC3 T^l 4) 


wmmwm 


2004-05 


10096.75 


497.11 


6615 


2005-06 


10633.00 


518.49 


(4) <£991 WWW 94Ic19 WPRf 

Rt**iR*iRsKi ji'rcja 95$: 

(i) 3^ ^l4H. f%§P dHRI, Ufcf 4^4 oiHId 

37ft sraran 011971 oft? ipu € 1^937719 % fo^ 
30 49 4 9? #4 / ffocft 9ft 9T4T i 


dM4>7“ l-4!7 47*971 34? 3T^gm o1T471 


^9957<7 (99 79*5 


2001-02 


2002-03 


2003-04 


2004-05 


SISTcM Wf 0 ! 45 917 4 7£94T4W 414fTa16: 
gfcT £lfoj 9q v fl7ft % 414^ 3) f%5oft 9ft 

28/- 01999$ I 

5lfa 4l4^(34^Sft % 414^ 4) $J9 4ft 4n44 75. 
70/- 0T4441 I 

3% £l4^ f^r *rf%l 9ft 7979 -7 oT999 

I I 

9fcT€1^3097495 $T9 9ft 4T41 - 2 f%C7 R999 

I I _ 


) 47*471 347 3157849 4444 \ 
(HRS w4t4) 


25.68 


19.97 


33.11 


33.65 



(iv) 4?T4T *lR TltscT 53717 ®19 99 
95*£9$f % jis<4*i % fcR 4444 3154T99 4 
ftsilftTT 304T7 977^1 95$ I 


(4) fq ! 4TWR 719t 44l % tk*J ofIMti 
714lfte 7I14F9 7jf%43ff 444 957$ 41^ on47T 
9c9f 44 SR^cT f%4T t 


967719 3ft7 7f$969 44 951$ 15.05.2004 7» 9I5$f 74S9t 3 
9ft 4J974T 9ft $ I 54f^cT 9$ $ 20’ 445 9ft ^*41$ 
4T^ 4* §q 45*447 4?t 75. 594/- 3^ 45*%47 4T^I 
45*^47 4§1 75. 484/- 5TfcT 45*^47, ?7fl 94517, 20' ^ 3lfo45 
^441# 41^1 57 45*^47 %f 7. 891/- 9% 45*^47 ^ft7 

73T«fr 45*^47 %1^. 726/-9% 45*^47 I 


lEmfiKlCfei 


(^) f%IFf(4 537ft 3wfe 7TT4 ^fR 4!dl4lfi ft»TT4 

(75) 4 T *5T7^l47«n 

(4) 414 <D<rqt u i ^f7 

(4) ^14 9711714 ^f)7 

(^.) 31%4Tf^4?f W^Tlic-il 

41444 174 oI144 %*5l 97 (^) 4Tot) TSq^fj %| ^97 % 914 
71^1 ^ 7145fot4 f%4T 441 ^ ^17 ^ PwjRd 311417 97 
94lf«ftf f%41441 ^ t _ 


7441*4 7^941311 ^1 434 4574 4Tk oTFRT 3541 751 wTTI 
Rihi jTiu %: 
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Os.) toWtet H isftt 

ytjRscl SFTpq £a> Qc<J? cKtf atR 

<i>i 4 it a>t 5KS <1131 ’ffaiaf) aft cMI*fd ST*T 
«n*) ^5 fci^j faqy*4) *t ft>TJ $t I 

SraicR SIFTS 3 FIJ ^ ^fift 'HHl4tviM 1 j & 

Rl < R u l afR aiWK. fax|R|tjVi S’ftsat^ sj»l<b 
anrarcyRgs toto I 



r*r) 0) Tjwntt a gravity gars aRS m 
STFTS SF^S? y^'fci»i SIFTS aft 3F£»R y^'Wi 
T rfcTftrSl ^ at*tocl FFTT ^ I 3TSTFn, ga^FT 
to ^TFTFa SFft ^ZFT tfl arto? y*W1 $ 
jFTifad toi i?ttwA SF5 a£ fo 
wieT d<t) ib^n yptoi ^fclfafe an '(i«(t| $, SFTT 52 ! 

ya*FT to SFT1*I S^R «FT $ ya>R 

to $ ? 



( 0 ) fw torto ggsar toafto aft errs 2.7.1 
to *jrt 2 . 9.5 % ganar A to toton sat aft 

STFTS Ricj'C^Tl *t Rwiftd ^oS^RT aft tofelT aR I 





(rtcs 


2005-06 


946.80 989.60 


547.62 571.16 


4IW^«H 
ysTSFr to aFj*?RT 



7.84 


2467.66 


8.18 


2573.77 


?TFTFS tot 11 to an FFT # l 5S to R >HIHW SSS5 
S5Fjt, cRST afR SSS* tot ift to $ I jraf^RT STFTS 
3ift*i*ji'i y^llcT) 5S ftost aft gWcFT SIFTS FSSR 

arsFT*3isFT ato aft argaifts to to itowsstoas? 
STP^SRft t r>K u i to ?FRft afR JftRS't 3 m<R u i 
to R x&> fft aft arsFT tor aft to to atfto A ytoss 
aiPTFS tot afR yRfqs'i RSI R ailftfcia q>x^ aft 
arramsTST to i tow sf&r, a? stfj^ ato g? tf) 
totfr£i ?s tot aft stfts arsFT at topfts ato aft 
ftto ft to to i ?toF?,stoRt 3ft ftts-8tot to aft 

STFTS to tosvt % # STFTS q>f SRT^t c T a tor 

trt ^ to ’ mws to to to 9 ^r ^ ^t stfts 

" J ltfq41 ^ ypRdd SFTT 52 ! ^)FTt" tolJSFT^to «f>t STFTS 
% ST«T 3FlfvTS fto TRT $ | 


stfts ItoRtt h toirs 'sftfzi ^mjarf H, ^T?S 

pFRFtt F5[ ^i ?Rf qiell ^FT, y^1?l, c(^ ^t? S®TT \iTST 

5WF, ^ st?ft sqto gftoar) ^ ?tftf?t fetisft sen 

arg^fFT cZFT SFT%S I I vrl^fcb y?EFT #? W*T1«I 

^ f^r-cztcjwt, to f^rtorT ®ft to tor 

sftra sen w^f ■to f? ?t^ ^ft tftPtst f i 


iKic^ia^Iea3 


(1) ^5R%l|Sq%aneiRF?«reRsr4WTS>T FFl I 

(2) JRWTS to ar^fRT % 3FT % 3TFTR 


(3) a?l ’fl'WI ^ 3TFTFT F7 «pc«^l u l 
tofferfton sFT I 

(4) 3c*ra SIFTS ^ anETRn? ^ SRITSS I 


TJS*mra sn WTT 'JTT cRf gSTTcTS HHdtMRT^ F? ‘^RcT 
to Mf‘ m 4?T tot ^ I F5ST ^ toTSFT % ftto^TR 

nftoqM tos totRs fto $ i «irt 2.7.1 to qrs 
2.9.5 % argsR ^surt ^ gtoFn ^ nfton ^srq 
toto ^t stonRR ^ 4 ftosr to t T toflfl an 
stoto yqsm grtesq a>t FFtot tot ^ to) 
5Rgs tor w «n i toto ^ ar^ # fo a? ?s 
awwr ^ 3'tom % ferq to s t I s?fft % 

v*m> stor an srsft % i torto stft^ 
stoa % f&z g^sra to? to wr ^uis a>t gtosr 
tom i 
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(t?) (i) fan aft? fftffter sro 4ft 4 f£ 4? srcwr 

Tjftfftfe 4ft 3^17 Jf»tllv^a <7>\^ 451 an®!? WcTTTfT 
TJin* i 

"to aft? fftfftt) «i4 ( ytd-6Hfcft ^4f3lt ft? <WT it 

4>l 4TO4I fts alien? 4? alt? ftltol it yaftdd ?ii4r«4 45i4f 
all? 4ft ?n?s ft*t ft* ftni ft> ?tto it ftcR, toiftt aft? 

9*451*444 ft) ansn? 4? y*nto to ft i 


(ii) ff'Rll 45 5 £?R 5RTRH '\fhm 4ft JWlftkl to 
7?4 ftto 414 451 *ft?1 45ft 1 


4ft 

KiLLt^IXiFifcl 

II 

2001-02 

11450.36 

551.45 

2002-03 

HH1 

612.92 

2003-04 

11755.82 

526.46 

2004-05 

12032.93 

539.46 

2005-06 

11943 

536.09 



(iii) 4ft 2002-03 4ft cJoTCT ft 44 2003-04 ft ffcT 
all? foto 3i4 ft orron 50% era? 4ft $ 45i?*i 

TdRT^J 1 

TFftPM ft 4ft 2003-04 ft ft?FT 4ft4 ft 210 4>ft^ ?>?ft 4>T 
3W4T4 fft541 41 1 ?34fft> 4ft 2002-03 ft 137 45ft3 ?*Tft 3? 
3141414 fft*41 «n 1 if?Tft> Tf^TOWI, 4ft 2003-04 ft to 
aft? fftfftcj ft c^WT 50% 4>I ^fftj §ft i 



li^lfafopT ft? ^ *iiftc;ffi4t 4ft yrftr ft 4ggr ?gft" 
ofTftd ft'4?ftl4t 4ft ftvl ^1 7?ft ftf | ft^ 4ft 

ftr4?fMf ft 4? ft73n 7?I ?T4*!T ft ft5 ^4T ?CT4J OTT^? 5T4T4 
^1 4n ?ftt ft 1 94)R, 4^1 ft) ft) tftnj 15% 4T 

18.5% 4)1 4? ft StoW 4)1 WTf ^?ft ^1 ?ftft ateT? 4ftt 
wn 1 54ft wr 4?I 2.92 4TRJ €tft^ SffRTft ^?ft 4)t 
fttfftd ffPRRTT 4)1 g?Rl ft TO ft 4ft 2004-05 ft 3W1 2.18 
cfR3 9???R fft54T ft 1 4? y«<kH ftlfttT SfTOTT ft) 

60% ft atoft 1 





( J l) H tolVWH ?lftV 44t 4) to 

HekWrHO) 45Tft-ft\ft $ aft? vJ(rct<si4to ?>9 ft, 

4)^4? nfafafc 4* ntoto aroT? ftr 

■I'ifiww tl toc?T 45? 4TT4T $ 1 

45^4? ???eH 4fcT^J ft toftd ^ 4? gfeem 
ft) 4lft 4>T aflfacq fft^ 4>ft 1 

?Tftt 44! ft) fertj 445RIr^ ?q^ ft fft) f?T 

?R4 34TO fft)4T 4n ??T ?T4f?4 fftftftlcT 4? ^tft 

hR^IEH ftftt ft ??T ft 1 <74> 41? 44 4)1 4ft 4ft efR 4ft 445 
44Tft?ft»ff 1 f?to, 4)f i>m ft ?44T? cfeil ftcT? aft? 

fftgrft ft ^ ft) 4)T?*r ?fPM ft ^ 4)1 ‘*Tx?r4 ft) to 
5R7TT4 ft 4ft ft, ft^ftftft fB ftfftft 4?, 4§4 

on4ft 451 srmift tor 44T ft i ftto ^1 <#m 

44 4^ ft 1 ??rft) ?fft?Fr?4?i? SfT?I ftft)4Tft 

aito ?lfft 4)1 1 5 T I4T4 45?4T ftftlT i fft)«tj 4T? 45^4? 

4? cT4 ftl 4fTft ft) 4T4 4)1 4)WcTt ft ft) 

4)T?*I aftft ato^T SWI? 4?{c? 4ftf ^? ?toft 1 fTlto, 
4ft ft atr?atoft>?44H ?r?rm 4#f ftt «n?ft ft i 

6. 

l^4M5l ft 44141 ft fftl 4*1 air? 4*1 ftft?TiTOlSlftt 
ft) to 4«fl ft 45*ft4? ygttH nfclfftfe ftg yWlfftd 
4^, fttel 4? ^TtcT e*ticfl, 45^4? yaw*! vJHflX"! 
ftttot it yaftdd ?TT4F4 45i4f alt? 4>«£«ift 
ft5?ft4S4 45 to toffcl 4*414 5P=n^t 4ft?FJft4^ 
45?ftft*g?P4 4ftf 1 

5*lft> aifclR<W, TJ4fttftt£t ft ft<14 aft? ft!B1*t cIFTcI 
alt? «Hq>X u l1 4ft a^«f u E c*T4cl it 41*t 4ft 

>iyHi4 <»?ft ft) fto aft? yiMifftct 4ft cT4> ngqft ft) 
fcl^ ftel-4*ilcfi ft41 3414 4)?ft alt? tp«£«i<t 4ft 
9fft4ft4 ft*4 JTC14 45 ?ft ft) to fiwtRd 4*414 

5R4lfft4 ?rfi*w 45*ft4? 4ft 41144 34T«TTfft5? ftt 4ftf ft fftRJ 
H'rftft'l 4TTftt 4ft gclftl ft ft 1 ftft 4ft ft5 MIWIH ft 

ftftf 4ft cfl J ld 4^pl 45?ftt ft ftt 4ft 4ft 4^3 3rf&4> 44T41 
4T141 eJ1 1 y^itffta 4ft, d)«cnxl 4ft <J5© 3P4 ft5lto 

eft on ?ftt 4ft ft alt? ft 4ft 45^4ft 35® ^Hfr fttot fti 

?W1 ft f?! ?T44 f^tj \4T ?ft ft 45 ft 45*1 ft 1 

ftfft5 4ft ftt*T 4ftf tfc felf ^FT ?ftftt, fteH ^t? 

totft ft g?45?oft ft5 3!3?W®! ^ft? ftcpf (clFlel) ft 

4ft »ixhi4 ^ to, T i^ft 4«ft ft yeRdd ?trt ? 4 aft? anftftftd 
4ft gij 4ft 4ft ft aft? «i\J«i 5Ri aft? 3Rf 

wit ft5 ftf4 pirtj ct V4TTJ 4XJ ft^ft ?fteT 4ftt ft JRjfto 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


wifefe 744449 $oyEwd ^frsTB 

prfefefe 4fe fe4 weft 9*fi fe 4^ fe9 Tffer to! fe 
{fan? yqm 9>?fe fet dMid % Wit? 3 yTtiiftd 4fe 


4IHM 3Tt? &\i$\£\ 97 fq W^ferfe fe MI fe (47t fe) 
^ gci 4:9 <5^5 49 9741 q Rbqi mu fe I y-wiftci efe % tmi, 
arrc fe ^ffe fern 4>t jraioM eftuci fe fo fet aifos fetfet I 
aMJ Tlfet *«£«nl fe 9lfe fe JJTdlftd 991? ?7T WI 97Jef 
ffel? 4fT ?fe 99lfe fe 459 fe I 


7. 


" RTTlftcl 7lfi9*f 991? fe fewf fe ffenfaftsld 
9? 97eJ4 4>fe: 

i) a^&rfe 9? fee we wsi aft? 4fe ?TT?e wfe 
f>4t fe fcl^ 4ef*il*l Jf*nxl 4fe9ft9fcfa 4)?fe fe foUJ 
I aW.TTRT? = 7>. 46/- 4)T ftPlHil 47aT44lfe fe fel\^ 
ST 4fe 


’ ii) *rtftfira 5T^cW WfesRlfe fet W7T 5.1.1 
S?<ft fe ffe Tlifaw 4>9fef? 47 49 fofeHU 04 % 

U4W4 fe tti«t few sm? fe 4fe 944 arcTu-arcMT 
ffeSTl fe fe fell? fe9T 4 fe 9UJ eft 71.4). 4. fe 04 fet 
3TR I TJjrfWt€t % SRTITfocl 479T9 fe fefel fe# 04 
ST 97419 4fef ffew fe I 

"iii) 40'fe 3lft9> 4949? 9lfe 99fe47 fe Tlf&W 
16744 941? fe IfelJ 944 gTTl 97414 4i?t ffew MU 
* I 


96 974T4 aT4cJ9? 2004 fe, 4R TJ4> 3PTffet 4RT7 fet 
9T?fet4 TMfe 3 fefeMT 47 4. 45.85 fe 4U7T 9T4 44-43 
I SjTTfoW, ^M(5t fe 4ctUT4 <^4I$>S feft fe4 tJ9T? 
aft? 49fe9fe 97 9tcT4T4 M4T, fe apfefe 4T<77 fe felffef 
fe, fe ’UTTefrU Tkfe fe Mftdfcfd. 4>xfe % ffej t 3M.4TcT7 - 
4. 46/- fe ffefeMI 47 Zmij fe | 

7tfi94i^n»fe»i7 47 ^T h ifq'dfewfe fe'fe fefe IJ45fe yqife" 
9>?fe 4)1 4T47T7 TTTWT^UcTUT 4fe 3TKPU fetfe ^1 TPtt ^40? 
feWS | I 4fe 4ft^ 3UfefeW 404744x9 3U ufett fe 
474R % SFJTTR 944 fewfe % ffe* 3TcTU JTUR 47JcT feej 
Wfet I feRT ?fe f?fe fe tpfefefe ^T 474T4 fe 4T7T fe 
?4fe WT 974T4 4fe few I ! 

>£^714117 fe <3<S V ^S 3ici4d 94ei 9^^ 20’44> fe cf^i?" 
4Tfe 3fR 20' fe 3Tft[45 fe ^4T^ 4lfe Wfefet fe Ifej % I 
40 3fer ?7ife ato fe ^P4T^ fe fe 20’fe ato fe 4TMT^ 
fe afed 3U fefe I 44fe €fepfe ?4 4Sfefet fe ysTTM 


feffe?, TTTTMfed HOkOlfe^l ^PTf^t4aT^9m^47 pTtl[kd 
4577T4xnt ! 


g ^ fWvuffe TferfecT^^^pii fe 

fe 9144lfe fe aiffM efe4 4^fefe fe feir 
9^cW ffelftfel 4574T 9ferr aft7 Tfe cfe4 
fe ?7T 9497 fe 4>^7 7T4fe 9W7 
FTPM4 4vfe47 TlfefT 94T7t fe 60% fe arlfe^ 4^t 
$tfe 4T%? I i>H4tfe<*t cfe4 4> J fetfe fe fe 
rrrfiT4T4)7fe i 


97414 fe 73 (vi) A 94ftt4 fe ; 4T744 fe 4fe4 
fcK*fe$ I f^feFTffel W^fefet fe ffetj fe f^MlT^TTR fefe : 


f^4n 


i 20 ’ ew "g>T 

i ^P4T^ 4Tfe 
i 4) r cM7l 44 fe 
i ( 7 n. it) 


rw 


aft? 2400/- 


TITfet 


2200 /- 


20' featofet 
?P4Tt 4Tfe 
W^felfefetfe 
(75. -4) 


wr|[ 


3300/- 


w 


3100/- 


3MT9rTfetfefe4 J 


qifeyf SKI HUJ- ( 
fe ufl7 MJ | 


4)^»T7 


" V) ^ ffet4 fe 4, fefefe felfe" 

fe??5 9 tT 4 WT7T (feTTfel^t) 4T7T MJ ^O 

74ffe4 4vfe47 96744 9417 aTMTT ffe^ f I 37T 
fefef it fe arfetq %i fe 4? PiHQnRdd 

■FTW4fe: 


W) 40‘ fe TJifet anfefefet 4)fel7 fe 9677R fe ffe^ 
fepuM 4>t 47 7*. 4725.00 4)tg?TM it 7^. 4950.00 
felfftcl 45?fe 49 45170T I 


7J) fedW?0| 4)^dfe fe 4fe fe Mrfe^ ^ 
jferfet^t 4?T 4fe fet amr ffeur § I ^tt I^tmi it 
pMU ^7T 414 4>t gfe W>t tfe 44T, MtdldlT 0 ! 
fcfefe fe 96744 fe ffet) fe 45Pf 

feWT44 / sic9 l<J4xtl 747 TJU^M fe 4Mf- 
VuMTcTl / vJdU44x1l 747 fe ^^4 I ? 


20 fefe: fe arfos 4Tfe 4^fe47t fe fcP? yTdlf^d 4^, 
20 fete 44) 4?l e04fe 4Tfe 4>^fe4fe fe ftur 974TffeT 4fe 49 
fee Tpn I aifeTftfet UldlWd fet ^T41 fe ^cT 4TeMU4 
4.70% 97 ^444 9c44 WT 7M74 ^MT4: 7T19P4 

49fe4?t 97 6?Tfe arfeTffe44, 3?T 7T94 aifefetfet 49^47 47 
fe cTWPT 40% fet ffeUTMT fe Wfe ^ | 
iTTfefefe _ l"32 4fe ^7141 fe 4Rffe «TCf4fefe 3TeW^ffei" 
^ffenaft fe 7TT6T ?ra fe fe toffee ffew mu 9TT9 ^ I 

TUfefefe TJW W-7TTE4 9tT4 fe 4fe 'ji^'tfefe TJ4) 94tlfe^)e1 
944 fe I TJUfefefe fe dc9!44)dl 747 fet ^T41 vfejdfefe fe 
^79TMS4T 747 fe 4>741 v5M^4d dfe few I 9t?M47^ 
49 49fe-ffeWT444T /479T44xTl 747 felpffefe aft7 
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^H44g| 4 4T4H d(§! ?T 4T455TI 1 cf«Ht4, 3114^ 4dW4«l 
441 4>I 3IT^cI 4)44 % feTTJ 4^, 4)t 44 4a 

4T4T4 4tR44 cn^ 7 !^ $ 'l 


(*i) 4* wf 3fR 4* Tffcd 4«tf 47 HldM^i 

ej)«^«ixll ^ ystclM % foUJ 47 SRcTlfer •PX'l 

44 q>ix u i qaiqi '*114 

S4T 4T44, hIotox 0 ) 45*4*t4 4 4^ ^4 44 *RSP. 6908/- 4?) 
S4 4 3?R 4^ ^54 4f^I 44 ^R4\ 5623.06 4>T S4 4 J*K 
44j4 4(l4 $ 1 ?4T4)I ^oHT 4, TJ*rfl4£t 20‘ cT^4)I cF4T^ 

4l4^*R%fcnj4S. 3000/-44^445I5R?IT4^44?l| 1 
ywifta 94R ?4T 4RT4 44JR 4?l «IT 4#I S4 4 45R % 
^ 44 ^R 4^ ^4 4ftcT 44 (^1 44) 4 4^ 3RcR 4# 

%4T 441 $ 1 4cTRR°T ^*f4 44 4R34T 4^d 4R t 1 
<7)^a4 ^5 H)cti , a'i o il 4>) ytrdffea <w») % fcjij, 4^ ^4 44 

^R4^1 4^1 44 44 ysftSRT 4dM^°l 4S*4 *t4 4c£ 
45^47 47^1414 RwIRd 4)1 4^^ 1 


(vi) 4I^v) SRI ftrPR Rlcll ^5 OKI«td 4“f4T*47 u T 45 

>ji<41^<g| 4 41441 SRI Rk 7T4T4 ?TR 45*4*14 3^R 

fc^ 3R4 44*it 4 omj *nj trr ^ 4>*4*Rf m 
ffafa 45*4*l4 % foftj, y)dMx lf l $54$ $54 

4«ft ^ y67dd $> foT4 (WRd 747 47 jujxdH 5RIR 
yXdlftd 4)7$ 451 4)17^ 4ot$<{ 1 

nqld q)*c*)4 4> , aq'M n qxl 4)1 Hkii*nx i, l «p*c t iVI 4> 

ygsrar*! 4s ftnj ft#?[ y»n4 % TcR 47 4 ie? ft4T 1. trirt 

clef 4)^44, ylTfRxRR ^*l4 3?R ftfft 7 ! ftcl % 3I*d4<1 
oTTTJ 4IJ 45*^44 ^ y6-W4 4 TITf^R 94T4T4 7T4T4 t 1 
STlfcn? ^*4*RS77T4H 4747 JRxTlf^T 45)4^1 l 


(vii) del q)*£*i4 3|R 3j*<l Htf'fl 4 RiR'i 

f$R $5 3I*4$4 4T4 n 5 SRI 4TcfT*47^ $5 foKJ mi 
4TJ ftula 4)*4 *t 4 $5 foUJ 4* 7RTH 747 47 
yxdifad 154 : 45*£*t 4 4$ spf st^ft 4fMl 

47 4$ $54 ^4 3?R 4$ $54 7%4 4*! 47 y^'fcH 
5PTR ^4T4 747 47 44^ 411$ 451 yxdiq $ 1 cWlft, 
^dWy°l $5 feUJ 3F4 Hti*fi 4 ftiflJI f$4 % 
3lnl4a qivjvn SRI RHJ 4^ 20 d«»l4 4 3I&45 % 
75Tcft faqfa <*>*£*1x1 47 47 f$*4 d*IR 44$ 451 
374T4& i 

S7I 7RR, WR4 4«fi 4 R 45^44 47 47Jpft 7f!*4 5THR, 
37?Ilf^T 44 4 4^1 3lfe4) | I 4dWX«l % foUJ 4^Rfr 
47RT 4 ftrRPT ftcl % 3t*a*td 41^41 SRI Rk 4^ ^7 4^1 
Tftd 44! 47 ysRdd 20 ^ 4 3ff^ cR4lf 4T4 t^RltcI 
45*4*i4 47 (yfcl ^*4*R) 75. 3586.03 54R eRTT4I RETT % 1 
SR% ^4)144, 75. 3550/- (9fcl 45^.) 4)1 47 

MR?! /gTrlll^ 4?1 4^ ^ ! 


(vii)} <j)H^i jfe 4 ?|Ri! 1* f$5 Hldi*a< u i $> lc4J M^tTTl 
444 4 ft#4 f$of $> 3?*4$4 4l4vf SRI Rk 7 ^ 

f$4f4 45 *£*i 4 $s q$ $54 ^4 4$ $>4 Tftd f4 ^l*ft 
4 ys'W'i % RwIRd ?4R 41 ct 47 rst 4 4ta 4 

>in4 45T$ *14$ 4 Riffeci ydid*il 4$ xi*nftki 457$ 

t 1 

S4 4RT 4?T 451 Rl4l t ft5 ^ ^4 3fR ^ tR 7f§4 4«lt 

3 (3S744 ^ f^l) RwtRd 5m14 4 4d 47 R4T4 ^R 4t4 

4 vdoxuj y^idd ^fiPlpl % 1 


(ix) 4td 47 5T4fc7c5 4t4-B4ltft 94R 4 45^4 4$ 
TO4! / 75tR4T *rf*ra 1 1 f44T gfte 4k f$5 
yTdiftd Tlfcw 44 4 4*1$ / tfta4T 4ITf4R % t 
^s*Rn gte ^ y+aifta ?if4w s4 4 ww4 / 
tfiotf 4 vti^Rm 4snj 5RRT 4?l 4n«fi ^ ^5 

% foivi y<raiq vmvj I 

jnraiftST 4)^4X 47 4 45*^44 ^5 41^ / TjteRt ^ (cl(i 
5RTT 4siq 7T4lftcT 4# % 1 ^k7T3TR % J3FS IV (4) % 
3K1*ld y«(fecl v4t4 7^r*fr 1 


(x) TprtWtf 4 4^t aro 4M 4?t goRi 4 

3mjtfr£r % sw4?t*t 4s fonj s4 

ywiftd 4?t 1 1 fS94I, 44 454 44! 344 44 

44! 4 934^14 ^ !c^ 45^Rt 4St 

44I-44I -dlciRqa 44HJ 3SR ^44 ^1 345TI4 %, 
4?ir? i 

71141*4 45*^4 ^14)4-414 3?R <T)»^ax 4T^ ^5 4!4 3TCR7T*T 
a!R 4f4r®4 fts4T 4n4T % 311441 vtfl 45*^44 451 *T 

%4R 4tcT 414 ^fR 4)»i»ix 4f^ % 4“l4 4?7cT*T 3?R 4^424 
vTIcTT % 4fe4> ^ ^44) /^44I % £d4 47/4 
H4I4I / 534171 ^fR 4*Iefl R«14 4ftRI - 4l4 445 / 4 7#t4 
457 4 RI4I / RI4I 57141 % 1 


(xi) 44t Jprarc 4ft5! 44! m 5sR«TcT 4si41 45=444! 
m ywsftd 4if4w smM 4s 4144 4 
$441 RlH^lftad 5R^cT 4k /4TO 4k: 

(4>) s4 % 4l 4ig«Ri - t?4s ,, H)di»tix u i ^ ftnj 
31^1 ^Rl4t 4 ftlPt 1 ! fact % 31414 SRI 

4IJ Rt^fcl 45*444'' ^ fcPJ ^fR SJ4S 3R4 

44 74S 75 % H>H 4. 5 47 qR4a <f)*'i*?x, 31*4 44*Tt 4 ^4 
444 4^ 'fl4T*47 1s l % RTIJ *TIJ Rt^td % v^qft) 

44-75 3 75 % 4>4 4. 6 47 TTSffid 45*^4, yrfM 3?R 


2774 Gl/05—2 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI —Sec. 4] 


aft? 3F7 fta aTifaf gTTT TIRf- 

^ ’ % f^Kj 7?5 V o5 

^ 3W 7T. (V) 3$R (VI) T7 y7(U%l farrj 
% I aw a. (V) afR (Vt) if ax* arteaaf if ora? 
aft? fcTTj fatteRi g^rif^cT a>7f Y au?a 
la^TUf^aft^'Rt TOjaa sfetf 7? 
% art 4 $tft ftitete ^ y ^ r rrffa 
a $> 4>iv u ( ff Tcfir* aruj I 


(xii) «nfvl gRt ^afuftet aft? apq yaai ^ frC 
oite-rt vsrn? ^ an&rtl % art f atf a?> at #>^t 
ywifod aft af % i atf a?i ?a at rtfaraf if rt aft 
aft PiHftiftja rt'fl ftrtafoT rt fcR#[ af p 


7» cTO 

aF&fft 

fo?*rt 


780 j 1200 1110/- 



20‘ P 3^55 
aF^Rf $ fc*? 

R* f ) 

r<iw 


%4ta effort aflft ^ *ted7t % ftp:; fRn <£| 
ft *tPwf a?7ft ^f airw^n sfcn^ umj i 
' (xi)^* V ^ (<5) aft? Rj) % SRm^Rf 

(ffeTF) % TTgf rt rtTHfeffed TU^ art: 

(35) fte U) "4 jFWiftd wif a>ted7i aft qrtaror 

«1 fefVn aft TTfTT^d aRTft avT7 aft 37Tcft 

fof^ JWR JRcITfacT fed rR ff ! aUaf 

3*^0 aft aft ^4tai aft arR i 

dlftrt 4W^ JWdl&cf ate (ii) aft iXflisMl art I 


(wv) ffe fa) ^ Tteft rt r^yar rtuafrtftid 
art: 

(aft wrftfia Rufiftef ywia Trfcw gar? crate 
fcR $ #? &rm> rtarafi if £utea> irfon if 
qaiMi ^nPiot ?Ftt diftR i 

SortTsffa 7>u rt, rpterttet ft a>?i $ fo ywifaci 

Titter 5WR ii TfF&R g?«H ^f4i70| % 
gruff «ft #ff I^T^^.Rte 

!iv) ii ^ aforn TraicfcTT foui arrm^xu t’tc aft 


3FU UrRt % ^fW S17T TTUf-ef-WU; T^t £ |' 

^ ^TTR ug anq^lHd %c?ef ^7 vjf^?uflff% 

f)dl f I tprMfi afR 3P3J UxRi P> ffrf 3fT^-^ gRf 
75 ^^ ^ 7WU uu, f^m U7 ggftdd f^j wrd t 
f^Rr4 7^ TU^S riff &>7 aft % I rig yufJoff •uRih? if rft 
^!T?r 7B 7T7>tff t I ITTf^, fTIcTTSa^rjf^t^^f^ 

‘f^fi tfr gad 70t ii ydRdd a>^Rt 

7fr 3pj?£fr f TnfJra afl fear aaT f i fa a^a0 if 
^a5 fi ufcifafo ftn?r ?ufr «fr - ai fi uta u? o?th ai uta ^ 
^iTif i^aTi. 5a^a^fFraiMtf 

ft<?l ^ 3fd 4 ld 7TU? rur uxTR U7 BcTlf "Urj afR cfcMJMTcf 
suau^ #7 f^afti ^rfi yarcTa aT^ utfi f asuj tut 
a>*^»r?t u? cHi^sifi f i 

^')ira^, areem if yTTuf^cr ^ ^ frf ararard fr ?IRtr 
^^t gT a? laRTmf y^TTf^r^fr0y^cra?iaff: 

20 ' ?ra5 a?i oi+7i^ arf 20' ^ a?i ^wrf - 
^'*10 a?i ^ a>r£sRi a?t ^ 

(^•0) (TfJ.ii) 


~w$l 

l3Tofl 


<aicfl 

1450 

1300/- 

2000/- 

1850/- 


ate (i) f ufoua? a^afi % asr a’fa 
aT^f ^fq0d yftarai f i a?-afa^fi if wtea ftf*na 
y^N % ^teaTf a?f ^fiRfau? ^135 i ^r ^rt 3 tr % 

i&s V^TTraT^fWiif yfiaif^r t^af aar f 1 _ 

"yaNf P ute a? yte-?mRf yarc, ute^rs u? y^^aaT 
yte^rrs afR ff- 7 ^^ / 3TR7ftef ar^ % fte avtea7 
ccidT, ^cte ^aaf t)^ anfftef ^teasif ^1 asrai / ^aRai 
aufiraf 1 


a? uaau f Trffcw ^tea7 a? crurf ii yftasa ^v?r 
Sttt ff 7^a> if teate ^f war afR auara a^f 
^aR^T anfiiR f 1 ywif^d yatef ii £fa -fcHaa ar 
^Fteaf sttt a>ted0 aa y?7aa auf^ra afi f f gyawa 
teaff^d Trfiaw ^teaf a? if sniffed aft f laraffaflt 
f^ xpr^Wtef 4 yeRdd TPft avtea? ^i^hvI #7 afqfeae 
sail a 1 *) Tfarafi '3aafa a>^ 1 
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irrr— t. -tt * 



% JWR <fcfaM 3 ^?«ra au&ffl-il «*c*txI 
tR ePUR ^Tt RWSd $ I 3^4 ^ <w*£*ixl 

3T3T9T 3R*gft 3f»?I tR 43V fttMC 

/ gi^g ft gRi yaftdci s-ftgft mft ym 
wr wrnjtj i 


(g) Zn lorce gg> / gRc’RT ^ TcflJ ^*IWI gpg, 

«icR 3 farffer ggRt % *M $ fw gte^ ft? 
*ftte HHfclM ift ®R1 5.2 % SfPWFft % 
ai^ciR jisxdn *ildqfe 

♦iwTlq aifaxi fib^fi W»fl 3<w^l4> I, i flft 

gJTtf 3W?re <3teFT g#f f^n RI ^RfidT $ 

JRdlft?! g*flft ,^t gRtffa 3 flsrfftdgjl I 


g (i) wr g^R, 

Mi (g) 3 41 g^ $sn gang 3 ftfttfad f^r 

«m? I 


% 9hr ftga anMta& gteft *R A «rais «aiRBs^ t l 
?re vpi) (i) (w) Is y»<wn1 % « 5 ?!R 3 5 WR 3B gte 

a*^7 H v® ^ ftgp? yim ^ $ i 

^ % ftfl? ailc^w 9*fR 


i. t il' i ' -•- >•■ ■ .*• l- r n»fi>:aaai 





3WI *R §<J / 

xjftgi gnpi?e teg cR5 te - ft «rr^ ^ ftp? ft*n 
isnmt IftgggR°rg?rnfyswggrgflftl - wp« 'sh<sx u i 
gift!1 



(^.) jss V ft> g, di^xi'H (g«R°i) 
ftgft ft <j>ggT PiHfciRaa y'tgci aft / xh®c gift: 

(0 T?g4Wl£tft, (xi«K«i) jpgs gft gft*ng 

S94WT v^J^l >R3ft g>T iKdl^ % i 
d«nft % ♦i'Si'M ^> t^P? 

I cpggT ^ntfer UnfefWI ^ 
gRT 5.8.1 alR 5.8.2 % 5W5RT ^ (W^T) 

I 



(ii) fggT gpfcftWt gfr gRi 5.8.3 ^ 

yragrcl % a^rR ywiftd gtc I0(i) ^ ^9R 
a5tftpj I __ 


(g)xVnx kH 1 ! m4^ oiql $ let^ 3*TR eHR 
^ ^jffllSid gnfgftW gRi 5.7.1 ^ 
gragHl %> ai^fTR ^ggR f^n grn? I _ 


(0) tHRlMTcl g cfTRl ejvcg? TRM 3?R iJToTT 

% fcR g^g wftgj vjhci*i % 4^hh jtor 
^ior 4 #t Rrft gji g^pg fegr I i ?*t 
grfegRg ^ ^*^»r *r^ / gn^l 4R*i %fppj srr 

gRtfra ^ pwiftd ^ 10 RlxW 2003 
g>t^air^imf^df^n«n irr^’R’R^ / 
gR^ ^ ggg ^ aif^ ^ggm gR^ % SRgwfiJ 
ggR a>t gR^ig x»h^ 1 ^1 (aifeo q>x^ ^) 'd^tai 
g5t rixj I ggrftg gR^ % sri 

g>igg gtj iiiHW Ri^id % a^gR.Nft^ 
aTOR g? ggR cptt^ g5t w«nq **^d^ g^ / gn^i 


g&TM g?»TR ^ 315«R.?n?#g ^5^ ^ ^ 

3Fi^ftg^gr T M% t mg#s^ T ^g^%‘feg^ « j iigi 

i® '(19X11 % l 

craift Wi g>» 3iR ate wsn ^ ZFfrrfi airafife 
gR^ ^ ftp?, fflijWia 3 ciRfrRt ^ R«g ^ 

ftg aigro gR 11 %% ^tR, ^gg-wrq g? 3 

^ 30 tef 5RH gq % I ^41^1 5fl WI, 

PwtRd grt5g«f g? % ^*d J 1ci 'tigifect 

an^tegRiaff ^?pto%^5R?^^?^f^ 

% i3tw % acfUM afR JRdlftd 

gragig tesrt gTeft tefMf g^d zr % t t wti 
gwtegfHgftWt^rgRi 5.8.13^5.8J^»ang^ftRn 

gte^fePdt I sdfl fed 

^ ajniw^ giggH fuftd fegi vjJi^.u J 

% 5qiga> gRfigg ^5 wi gtc 10(0 ^ wite 
q?l RRT 5.8.3 ^ ai^TR ^JRI I 



*re v (g) ^ awfa iggiRd ggR to g? *te gg^n 
aR^^fepqf^radggRt !^1ijT;jpH^ftteiO.Q9-2®» 
% aig% ate ^5 giegg ^ g^i ggg^te ggw? gR*w^ ^ 
ftp? 9«? Mfer ^ ^ ?fc g? flte gpisag 

ftpg% J^^<R^i ^ftr? 

gfei qga^rgs*R. 5H>R. 

It i gft «w*w $* % «®pw 

TOte ^ ffgg* gg 5te ^ gtpf® 

iuc^i ^ <#r gft ft fe fnte g^f.l i ftUfca 
«fJ»na ate? g? gtagie g? gwew dte 5# ft 4i-te 
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q*nq 

oTTMl | 




(*0 afar % qipRri - 

fcl*i ^c*P cPTT^ 4>f 4>q*t % lofCJ 

<5fo ^q^R % T3T5 V % ajtfft gcfapf 

(if) 4 JTWflfod qjEJR 4>T aTTtTTT qq^d 4# I 


WI *TT 4 RT^-dt-RRl % 4 % I ^ ftg qq 

/ 33l<4) ■dx*) 4>f 4$ qiRqfeftl 4>^cl 4 >»£»ix 

<57 f^tjIRd 4Rdl viHgad *T^t $ I f?T qq Tjf^TT ^ 

#W cT4> 4>*£*R) % qftqgd % ai fe yffl l % 4T4 £l 
feJWR (^>41 «T1 xH4>c1l $ 1 

aiPITcr 4>^Rt ?TTR HVdMxjui aftqqrqRf efof 45^T?t $5 
fan? <HfaW T'frll^ct I ?^T 4f>4*H 

3*TR ^ *Flft<H % I ?4 qq a^ 4q^ 3^*4 q*?Rf 

4?f ail^ld 4>*^*ixl qq eFTP? v>n% qi<^ qmqt ^ pci'll »T^ 4?f 
wr qi^ft I qfe, 4 faff fbr^t ?qr qm 

?spn «n q?i t ??r qmif<i % iff qqRt 3 qgcf 3 eft 
on^qt ^ (*i'Six u i q*nq) foi? rf! 4?r atTm^cn 
$ I {Rtfcl^, yxellRid ^TPTpq (ii) Tlfftot foqi 7 T 3 TT $ 
3fr? 1R# a?%4> g?TC 4R^t % foflj qjSTRT W % I qrqR 
cToT 4>t nj4> qtet ^ ■3cTRT ^1 fell % 3ft? 3^ qtef T? 

^rai f&n 'STTcTl $ I Cell'd i v \ 4>*^*Rf 45t W qtel 3 ScffqT 
WIcTl $ afrq <^ qteT qq 45i4i ^TFcTl $ qf d'S4) qtq qt 
4)dl*Tlftd fW '3TRTI $ I 


5.2. ^4Vfl<5t 4 PiHftiRfld ajfciR^d qqgfcrqi?fr 4?r si: 

(i) €twrfr otPTenf^ arm w 4>i qra^r w*?n % I ywifcid ^ etmd i fei4? wwftafrt antnftd 

S^e*?> ^r «*m«i 60% $ I gfo qrorc a^nRd %, afR ?TFTd amrrfei qr4^ 

qq.ftdix fts^n w % I ywif^d f^cr ^?f ^ ^ i 

(ii) ^ ^rr^TT w xiH4)^(?i % (w ^) ^srr ?t % I s^rfeni, xjqfuM ^r g?r f^rq) % 
siraR w, ^ f^5 <*tfrt aji^iRd 3^4? % an^R qq, q^qf^r 4 >r te I I 

(iii) If^ywiRid ^ ^ ^ 4 q^teT^ 4>T ^ qraT qqiq ifT TFlfilH $ d«n 

^t 4 ^ angler % qjq^ ^ ddN^ afR f%qfd % qri# 3 % 3 *tr ifr snftot ^ I 

(iv) ?^T *nq 3 qrdPTTd %?rq^T % f^ ^ Mq ^^Rt % ftqj, vt^, V»RRR 4>^d<[ (OTeft), (gfTcfl) 

V^ q^tgRT yeRdd Bt, qfqpeRq ?Tqpr efcf *^*Rf Rq^lefr ^ iRdlftd 4?l | | 

(v) q^^f^HWieo orra^4qarf^f^^Rqaif% Wt%f^^Tqi^^?Rl^?p4>t-^rgf^3^fecT 
^ I PifW% fc^j f^rfRd dci^dicq4j q^fj cqqd ^ gf^ wf) arr I I 

6.1. 3^ 9Wi '4, w jnfa4*ui % ^rafora 4 ft™ 30 ^ 2005 ^ ?rg4d I ^qcn^ 4, 

afr? qqjff \JM4Vi<trtifejI 4 aiq^-a?q^ qa ^dl I I 

6.2. qifw^qi44q0'^ftf^d feqrqqT^%^q4W1^q4artft^^qiafkg^?ftra ?i«n5R?nftci^I?(5t^RT 

4)^ci tr^ " ptiRZ ^d4c’' q^p 4R^I rfT%q I f5pjf*T 4>T gffe ^ ?I^t4cft 4 q^RTR^Iq 3TR wt % 

qrq % ^ ^*ta qq^RT^ 4?r qfd-?qrcft q?i rfri effidH qBqdq q^Rf gq qpr q^f ?t qr^, ^rfrfi^l cpt q^nf^d qf^. -t^ qf A 
q?^ ftfejIRd 1 ^l^ld 45t ftR3fecT 4rRt (W^T) qq 3R^t fetqoft qq^d 4>q^l 4?l qraT? eft i 














(ft) Ad 77 Ad-«dfAt 77, WFef dl4 77 '•TRT 7FHT d fA> dAdcl JfiRdd TdTTt 77. AlTR WI 7d£dA 

afr? 4l$tM cF^Rt rn JllAfA* £ I TlAvf £RT 3RT TdA A 4lR^ % fcR RR *R AdHRR T^ A d A, 
TRId dR TmldA 3ft?Md T^hA A> dldAA 7*Ad777 ijjft cRF 7vAd7-77TR7> gRT73d tARR?I t.dfo 
«■<«<«> 7T Md7> 7»l d77> 731^ RlA % 11RT PR, Ad77 Ad3dlAl%d$WMlA7dTRdTi77dTd7ddTd 
ciffind 9gW«1 SdlA 77, T^AdA tA 3d <Ad Af&lA % fcTJ jnAfop d£f £ I 
(ii) RTd Fd 3fa 41^41 7 >Ah^ % TfcA ^$?1 *m £ fo Ad 77 Ad-3dTcft d?T7TPTAd dIR TTt A TTdrffcd £ 

3fft vJff«A <£l7ftR?) A> 3FdAd *l£l RT WOkA I 4cR7, 7>Ad7 d7 3 ^hI$«cI 3RA 7!dd ^RdA 7^ 717- 
(g>d Ad) RdT A fo 7*Ad7 dA A. AddAfodgRT 93ftdd T d A dfA fcR, 7>«£d7 77 7*. 609.53 A, Ad 
d7 Ad- 5 *llcA % SdR A siiftci £ afR 4tH tA tl^A £177 JJfcfcdd <#»c»ixl ^> fcR, 7>. 378/* tA ^Ad7 77 A Ad 
d7 Ad*3dlA JRR TTlfocf £ 3jfR 3PTRR)t / Md<A % fcR A<?d# STdRt A Ad 77 Ad-3dTcft (TdR) TTffaR 
dAAAdlfo? I 

8. 9 3pRd 2005 At TdAAA At ^2004-05 tA RRdfaRA ^77^2005-06 A 7^ 2007-08 dtf 3ldA Ad tA A> 

&7A tA TRfifcd S7Jcd> HHfeftfA % 3TJ757 3RJdd 7RA £g 4^*HN7> fed! 77T «fl I I^hAAcA tA TTTRAd 3M % 3t*JdTd 77 
4iq>eH TT^d 7RA tA A tA d£ «ft I ftdiT* 31 3PRd 2005 % 3R^ 751 % £RT XJ»lAA€l ^ BtR iW fo aAftm ftWfA Wl 

TRjRdftJTTRTTm^ ld*nfoF&7*?M£A^5raR^7ft3rfto7^f^7n%d3r3rt^7JFn7#ftr^fc I 

9.1. ITT SiteT"! 3, ft[%d TtR 7R^ AttA fcR ^ ^ 7^AA’A £RT ^3R 3T77TRT % 7TW 

^f^TWl2 ^ 2001 Atl^ajATlTlftdftRnsn I fTT SlteRT % 3RT H# % 7?W 7HT «H ft? ^^Rt At Ad77Ad-?7I^ 

a»l RT*ra, vkmc?) A 'hsnimiA^ *ncr«nt t afr?. ^rftfcR. w 3 rjr % irm# $ Ad 77 Ad ?»nc?l rprt ftifA? 
CTTSA (0*7ftA) 5RT JWlftd df^dc7 S*RR 5RlA 7>T7T7 dA A TPFft I $77 7lfe^7^1 £177 Tlf^d fcHRj 12 2001 % ?7T 37^71 

7 ^ 7HA 7 ?gfi ^7T7TR7 ^ 2001 # f^d A. 2442 £177 A 7$ t afr? T»tAAA A W { AAH ftc % 
TfrITlW ^ A Tfep I I d? kjh A*7 t UPfAq ^ ^TITToR % ftdTO 12 2001 % 3fT^71 77 7*77dAd «flA dA 

ffrnt i 

9.2. fern 12 2001 % 7^ 3n^?i % for^s Awd^ arA wwr (dHdi) £RT mftrff. 2001 

77^77 A. 2442 A At 4 4 dfdAd ^ *717147 ^ 23 3PR3 2005 At, 7*fAAA £177 ^ifecf 7rAd7 77 JRdR 77 23 3pRd 

2005 A4Aw^Ad7f^A^^r1 J A7rft7Tt I 

10 5ra>7d A TTTdtf A TTT^d 7)l4<7lA 577 5Tfa<TRUl % 7>lA'4'7 ^ fA^ 77 xJTcW tl 31717?t 7^ feuif^lA 

afR 77^*1 'Q’lqi^ A 77q«£ 7 tA £T7T 77? d^f % TTRRf 7TA TWId TPSft A1 3FR A f^TJ ^n?A A *fR ?dA 
http^/tBifbuhority.govJn 77Ad7oW% 1 

11. 9«D77 777^77* <PTAnA A> A<id ’rtjiAa At A» TTdA A PtHfciRsd 0«i(ci %’. 

(i) ?7T jjiPi<px«i A, ^fA) £177 <*&t»£Wl Ad-WI^I AtR 5RR VTA Ag tA PwHAd VTA % IAr TTAA^t A» 5RdI7 

77 fac!*47 2003 A 3nA7T Tlftd TrA §7 TtH A ftwAAff At 41 fo 75 75^dA tA «n7^ AdR JRH ^tA 3&7 

^Ad777RdA%fcR3I7dT5RdraiRgddA MFAdAdATTplwAflR SWW*7A At ^RlT A ^ 7J57d ^ wt 
A Tdd A Ad-?dTcA A7T30 afR d*u tt 4 % Ad tRtft (Am)7warfAg?ordRfcraf I 
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(i) 


(I) 


m 


M 


(vi) 




ft, ft, m$\ fttftqt ft> ftld7 4)-ftd7l ft> S767dd % fcP? 7#4$f 4 >^£r S^ft % Mt 4 ftg ^ 

jqiftflel f^><ll % I 444444774 gfR 41'Hlk’tl^vj ft, d^IlRf qRftd7 ft)d d4) jraTcRt % ^ 4tf> ft* fcP? 
47 MTtq ^r ^jsns f^qr t l ft 677 Tparn 47 4ft3 W7 q^[ faqT £, ww; ft 744 

fftiqi ft 1<7> % fftp? d^ldl 4)-^*R ftp 7?ft?I*f d4) yq let'll % ^jpf 44> % fcP? TTfaw 4)^47 47 

47744 ft*4?7 cPft 77*74 ^ 474 4R 4? cp-^Rqf^ 3&7 7?|l?4)lJ77 ft> 3t4 <f)^Rt 4>T ^<764 3lMftd 
I 46 ^*T^Wt€t Qiyi fftpifa foqr 4nft dTeTf yqiei-ftq 'JCI ft I <i4hi*i <RHH ft fdfft~l JfqieTftt % feI4 STdT 7 !- 

3hp> faerffftd 4>7ft % TTfaf* 4R&R <r ft ftta 47 4ta-64T#, ftta tI cm 47 srr^i, 4*f sto ?f>^R 
p| In cTT% <ft 477ft. 47^ 3 ddlft /dcTRft, % fcR JTdfeTd Tlftt 57477) 3&7 4)'ftdft % M>dM|ti “RTST 37444 qft 
45747 4<Hlftd ft I 5^SP.W7UT ft> fc74 Tiffed 4I*M ft). H6 Rth 1 ft <f£ 47 9S7d4 ft4T3ft 
4>7ft (f>^HT7 47 Mfftd 4Rft 4)| fttrfllfftd 4Rft ft I 4Snfft JJ'Kflfftd cpft 4?| JM 47 

7m /ftwR 5R§3 fft >4 44 ft, gqqtwdfsft ft ywifavr qpftn 47 Rrwn 47 qftj£ pw arad qftf 
foqrft l 

Urj^RWI ft, ft)d 4ftq?=7 77^45 4ld!4ld 3?R dRTRTft (W?773|K^i>d) JT^TcRf SRI 467TO RT17? 3jfeft<ffi 
HT7I III aitfld RTfl fttfft faftm) ft) afJTTdH ^ 31 *n4 2005 ^1 ^Rd & TMTS 4 TRltl^cT 
qpWM ■& aif^q ft m Wdiqi I arn^, ^M<?1 % srmra wtftm Hi4dftW ^ sito $ 
ftsm 'wl i 


?7T 
JRdR 
7#(wj 
q^5 
W>T 
«7R 
3JoPT 

?WX* 

rv i% i 

tqPFTl 


TTHlftd 


?7T 

1963 


qcm 


TRflflr 

aiflfcij 

mq 


fcPJ 

ftmrlt 

afk 
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7J»rfM €1 ^ q? W ft^IT 1 W&R 5?77H 7l clFTcl felfe ^ ^ t I qft g^c^j Pwf7R 4?l 7IRRI 
5mrn- ato ^ qyi 3f^7Ror ffan RraT t crt fd ^ ^ 3Rqftq> <j>t^i ?H1 1 wSWrifeit q?i 

^14R JRR 7^ 3^ Tliwi 45^R #TcI 3rq^f 5^TPiqt ^l ^3^ fH % TTW q&TFT 

qrjqR q5“I q*T 57dT4 4RdI t I 

^dnq imiTTR^ wm> 3rr % qjRR, ^ yqfcfd jrmrftd q?l ^rti q?i ar^^mi % 

^ T ti VWW 451 cr^ 7^14>R f^? prt qpq | | tTcRf % TTR^ 4|cT-7ft fc(4?!dT^ ^7 CT4T4 ^ TT^cl t 
^pfp Wfafi % ^(^U! ^ 3Rd?fPTdJT q?, ^dTK^dl TT^Td 5^[c^5 3^7 q?l ^mil #T t 

1 [cR ^ Tjqj 3Rd 33iqr m ft> qqi 5RT arwtfl ^ ^<t>i4 ?Pfl I 

'iff t I SW 451 310 q* cFTT4I ^TT 7?T I fa 4^1 45 JirfoefR°T 4T31R andTf^cT ^ ft#I % feR 31^ 

■ ^ ftdfad $ ^rr^TT I RpM ^7T JTlftlW^ ^ qdd-qR /df^TR m cTFId ^r 

4R^ 4»l artesr 4R^ t I qrH ^7 ^ ^ ^[q-'TO 31^c4) f^!WI RT^^El % 4>R u ft ^ 7l ^ 
'HsdcMfr ITvfR q5T 3PTR I I 4 kR 7 ^fTfcR % ^ TO tr ^ SPTRt 4>T ^Mdtn 4RdT t, 

46 3ltf ^ 11^ 4 JRR 3F5 TOt % 714?! A 4RR 4d ^rpj^ | qft q^EPT ^1 ^ STOdT^ 45J 

^mr $ ?fr B 5 # 7 ft cmm % ^<t>>i ti tep, ^ift 4ft sogromr t i qf^ ^ 5qM4>, 

IcPl cIPP % 7JTSI77R! ^ A y%rf> 47 SraicR 4Rft 45I TO4 4RdI t eft ?77 ST&4Rq ^1 ?7T 545R 
45T 3FJ7RR ^Tft 47 4ft^ 3714^1 t I 441^ 4? :|7Wl f^t 3F4 ^4T 7l 'dc^<a*ft<4 T^R ^T 4TH* 

TR&teiiqqft I 

TJTrfft l€t ^ 3rgftg ft>4T qqi «4 46 SljHlPld 3fl7 4T7dfaq> 37T4 ^T 3U4)dd JR^d 4^ I 46 7ft 3f^ftd ft>4T 

7T4I«1T 

06^ 

23 

2005 


TfftjTT 

74 m 

cTO 
44 37f7R7JT 

^Rras^m 

67T44 
97dT4 

^ftft 


ft5 46 TiW lfem 5^c4> qpfeftfqt % STJTR qrf 2004-05 % fcPJ cTFRf ^47^1 ^13RRH cp^ 3^7 4^ 2005 

% ftp? jtePi| JR^f 4^ ! TOft •^^ft^ftP?3PW7ETf^4T«7Tl^4l4T?^m 4TTft%4T47ft^ 

f 4^t ftp? 7PJ f | JlTIlft) 46^ 4dT4I 4411, *fH*ft4 ^ TO RTRTcfq K TO ^ |7T y<P^°l ft 

[ 2005 ftt 4 7IW ^ ftftR ^ qxt^ ^ 4ft aftfcn ^Tft ^ I 67lftp?, ft4?F 6t ^7 46 ftTcPmfq 4ft 

^ 3T54T4 ^ 37M7 47, ^ 5RI SR4T4 7TT«7 ?f?> ft SR^d f^4T W 4T, ft)4T 441 £ I 

ftj# 3R4 TOW «fft ^ 37*44 ft, SRI 97tjd 4Tdl4Td ftEfRT 3fl7 3n4-37^4R 47 ftWP ft)4t 4411 I 

tfK?7I >?d<? ft 4TdT4Id ^ qft ft ^ 7% o44d ftp? t I 4ft TJR^ftftd % 3FJ4Ht 7^t4>R ^74T ft>7ft 


3rt7d 


Hl^HIdd % f^RR WT ^ 3RT4744> dN ftdT §34 4141 ^TdT t dt ftft Rlftt 4ft 3T4cft TTftfelT ft, ^44 ?7T 
prarftd 375»nftt %7W77r4lftdft^RT44I,5d%^4R ftt^P?7ft I 

d JRJoqs qpftftftft ft) 37^7)4, 46 9I^T4R°r fft#4 4 ft 2005-06 ft) ftftTH, ?^c4) 7Rlt44 JRdl4 ft, 6.44% 4ft 
3751 m 4ft 4H 7^1 ^ I ^TTlfft) 4ft 2005-06 ft> ftp? *74 3P4R fftrftq 4ft 2004-05 ft jp 044 4ft 
jft, ffe 37444 6.44% 77 4>4 % I SRI 4ft 200?;-06 % ftp? JR^d ZFgitfl ^ ftdl f^Tft ftR-44d 

ffn4T 7147% I 

(vi) TTjftffm 5^c4J mftsftNt 4ft 46 srftsn t fft> %4d ^ftd: iraiftm snqto q^TiRRiftl 47 fi 3 * 3*74 5 <?qpi>rt % 
ftpQR ftm? 4II44! | 4tH ft 677 4P 4ft gte 4ft t ftj TOft 3e4^m 43>td: Jfdlftm 4^7774^14147 37T45fcm 
X?qftpfr£t ft ^fftrofrEfr 4ft 7R4)R SRT fftqtfftd ^ftdd fft4T4 ft) 37T4R 47 JJc4?I77 4ft 7RHI 4ft t 
^77ft 37T«I7R f^ % 1ft5 77?ftfed S^c4> Rlftsfttftt % 373^)4 aiTW 4^c4) ft4R ^Tft 7744 3^4^177 451 34 : 
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i WI ( 3*1 13 RT W t ^ if ^ * 5 t iWfcM f^rfcT 3 * ^ 

I ?j*2005-Q6$ 

ftWTWtl 

wmfc FT JWRT ftTF I fry 3$ 2002*03 A $ 137 F^lFFqfr aw i qH fan «IT M«fo ^ 2003*04 

A fan ftfe A 210 F^l* wA *T^ I TcR SRI 5R^rftxf ^ fato artr % 2004-05 3&* 2005*06 

fcftrc^Rftfe FI amqi*i ^ FlfoeT t I TOftfafJRJcF fafaft aRft Fl Wt, flteeft ^TFfaftfcfoRJ 
^FT ftft A 4Wt-i 4ft, S^eF TOffeR irfjfcF ^ eTPRT 4$t 1JF F? F* 3PJllfa JRR F*& Iflcf^^ 
fait ftfrfa 3 rt ircjcF Mprat A ?*t yife<*>?ui A fto f* A, ton ftte $ 3 rrh Ft 

3l5Rfifqnf[jRR4ft«ft I 

<nfclft<Kl ai«(3rt *Ilf£ fa* Pifil FT Pwfa jiqfofa Fib* *T ft? fafel $ FWF 3RT5TR I 
TORT Fftpft FT ftFRT 3fR F^^TFT faft 3R^cT fa? MI? f I A> 3WR A, fan ftft # F? 

*WW <*W<5W aft FF* FSfl yTTcTT t. Ffeflfo 'fajiftw FM MF MHT ^STTcTT t fa Fc^^RTH 5*T ?fr$ & 3wfa 
'nfofcta fa?>4A As fcf? *ft*T MHT FRMT 13RPR, fafa 3fR fofaf sERf^ cTC^HR *&-*$& f3p*n FRIT f I 

tonft, ^jranfcw 13ienF.i?Fttft£t^F$ 2005-06 fcfep? 

ft argnH fmrt $ qfcwfaft ft 35 s Fite Ft, ^nfts wr srt 3^3 f^i? 

(X) ^ 2005* 06 fcT? MfWfR alk foft gfiNcf IHffcW^ % 4 *RflftKr 3^> MPfeftWt 

3Rpfa, Pr4ftrd f4t 3 ? st^rrm argte yfcTcrm 15% ^fhw ^ 1 ^h< 141<^ ^ ^ 2004-05 5 fcnj erwr 75% 
OTcff B3#r vr^wrftsmt 3ft? 2005^06 fit 3?^ warginsrt l ara^ arRaii^ 15% 

^S 3ri^RJRR FT ftraPRI t ! Tjffc ^ 3>t f^R ^ ^ 18.5% Vt 3T fi r»fcki f^RT t, 

elPW A 3TT<nM4> ^^41 cPTT^ f I 

(*) cTPW 

FTWMt 1 2005-06^IcrMr / dpw 5 m^^nftcT^t^erftr^ 8r^fl^^?n^¥t 

4s^«Tt: 





»IX 5H5*CI1 flRlRW 

aiRaTRlTf ^ irt wrh 
(F.^) 

OTRR aiw 6 t 9RWRT 

2005*06 

86.06 

64.16 


cwrfa 't4lq>i^ ftwir 'snMTwf^jfipin^aftf^rfir^ ftftn srf mw anWarw^ ^%3 pto 
* 3fw ^ ^bi ^ht 1 1 ?*r A v* fta&m crtr t ^r ^ aft ^ nftrftfMt vfim 

^13 1 ^T TO aiH ^ ^ t fo r?*!<Wl^ ^ ara^Rt F? ftRr^r 3 ^ «5t fto ^ tjf snw srwm 

mferer ^ 15 tow? 2005 ?rar ir^t FFn torar $ 1 

MIF ^iiPjci f | ^ ^IT?* ^5 3MR q>*^i^i FT mIcNic MRT «}d^ 4 3iftP3 ^FTT W $ I 

^jfe sRtnfim ^ mfa wft A f. xp^Wl^ A 3#rr «rr A atfipg ift tjf^a is*A ^ ftp? 

46/- sfo «icR tit f^Pm in m\i % i ^^3»rt^^ ^FRl^ t3n^2064 4t^^ 

A>*mmn\ I for i fo# ; <ufdy Aim 3P^n20044 smfjM y qfoftfr»fcP?anr 

cfp^aft ri «<d^ i i 1 fts-^ Mi^flrPwpr ^ % arjwR % wrnfpjR cFrt fiw?*n brt iwftRr a5t 

^te^,^TMPT^^3TfnPTft«4<J WC&q T I 3Rnm, ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ JTMIcR 

3rra%a^aw^!^f^^^v»r«anaRR3^3TftFw«qpf»n i 

(xfi) (F) 

#n mt% 3 «nftr *fK ^#w ^ aRPMim %wa# jrh *n€l % ci» 

?wg«R^^^r^rtr 1 A sF^nftcT fpth^^ft 3 r^r fe*Tm jgmft. 

% we ftTRT t ftp 5WRT fcP? ^ Hqffi'* ^ Af 3T^W araM 3MR ferj 'SDTj^ I 

ft .-, jBk ■ *■ \ \ • Pi ft 4 - „,ni ft. **- ■ - ■ j| iir.O.iftiii-j. 1 > A \ ,1 .I ,. j. _. m ...ft, _. rf 

TO? MI FPcwRWf qtl ^PRT rjJRWia M FfTOf IF ffl»W4 *R W fPWwl 3TR1 wnaff FT JHWR arFRW 

t I q*r4Wr^ ft to we I \ ^tPt 3th (F^pw) i^A 
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(xiv) 


_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part III— Sec. 4] 

Puri ft a jfaw ^ A foq srh dft vipcft $ Rf $tff ^ ^ srwt ^r*tr l 

ipgWR, «W d*l$ RdT JRH d# ^ dftft £ R d^TH WI A OTtW ^ dg ^ d^ <R>, 

^WgqRtfddftai^dftRdnRtt | 

(*3) qd4f ft <fl R 40' R vPA W&ft % feR^^T* diRd? gd jj'tdlfer dR Rt $ l 40‘ R 3ffadj eWT i 

gtRdF^fc JS^gd&Jg^RRtfag dMlgfafal R fqpiR®c at-jvudR PiRftd Rtd$£ I 

(*j) cT^qr q>RdR % fen RdldR ys<Jed> A> dT^ A Sl'i-clia R f^ft fRRd dcRl3 A) 3?dTg if, TOilfenRJegj 
dPfgftWf ^>t 3RI 4.3 R> yi<HMHl afa ^Rd?R gRT ftRdq Rfcl ftR?1 % ^T^TeR A yifag RUj 
gRT dlftg 31lR# % apJflRl R, % TOflSR if dlRl RfMf % dRd d>RdR A> feR g$ ^nfrcT dR 

Rtd^fe l 


dR fcd R&l d*tf R ?gd RdlR R> feR cfdR ^A dlR SRdlffo dPRd? g$ I gfRdR Rf did RfaR <R, dR 


gefiifj 


cFTR *nA % fen SReTlftR? dvRd? gR *R f^FTT^TR ddf 3$ t: 


(g>) 


20‘ R iWttAi dTg 20' <fRr) afa 20' RdR 40’cTd> ft (^A> dig 40‘ grRd?) R ^TgR R ytdlfod g*. 
^Rffol ftn X5fT% R aggR gR R cTddd 11 % R 3% Rt fasIlRt f? I g? ^ afa 

f^T-fl eTPRT, ^Wt Rt 3^5RI eTO A, RfllfR qdRRftR WC fadl I, ffe 

q>qR Rt ‘3 53 n??I % ?R if £ I 20‘ d^ t^q R feR Jl+dlftd 3^1?^ R d? 40‘ dRj»q 

R feR SR3 lf< fo ^n^T R ddTgl t I dTcf df>t *fl<f>R fRdT ^rRT dlf^R fa dlMd ^ 
vjf^j <jj^ ^ leR J5Tf??I y?f^fd gv^R ^>1 ftRR '^RTW f^TR ^ xTff^f I ftR 20^ e ?^-R 
afR 40' <i>^«R crI % fra, ^RFtfferd A> af^^FTR 1:1.5 3>i argaid #tt I *IB ^pp? 

^T "jpn %, ^TT ^TRU 7 RI ^ afR yWlft'd ^ ai^nlf^d 3>f wir^l t I 

^PTRI ^Tefl ^ feR ^P^R ^ ?R ^ y^lRtd ^ 3f^Fj-3TeRl ^ ^ 

% | Meft cfr^H^ A> fcR ^RTlf^cl ^ # ^Tcff f I 


(^3) 


(^J) 

(^S.) 


(i) 20' afR 40' ^Rff, 'jR ^ arrRI^l cp^Rt ^ wR A y^ifad ^4f spri: 8 % ^R 2 .7% % I 

^epr afR fe ?r i 1 eTFTd 4 ajR |er ^T%d apjww clTO St^iTTf^ qft * KHI^ 3?RI 

31 l 4< fr i| gj^Rt A> feR yMlf^d cRt A> 3f^eR A> fcR ^ 3PHT^ t Ri WTP^ 

(ii) qp^Rt aRT ^RtR tJeHT 4 an^^t ^ feR y'Kllf^d ^ ^cSRR ^ 

jtr vjfR if A f^nn ^ ftf) an^M ^p?pri ^ ytr^H A ^ j h1 t? / 

A> tcRf m 4>^R f WTT I vJdRHI afr? ^STcfT f^Td df^T ^ R ^I3R eTFTT / d3> 

R \jRn TiifteT t 13Tr^i1 ^RdR 5PrR 'JiRf aiRiRw RdTajf wh it ^*re 
vJeR'S ftprt Rn ^ \ 

(iii) ^pft Mc?I ansRfr^l ^RrRt A> yeMd ^ feR jRdiftd 'R. d^HM d aRrn-aRPi 

TRdR Rt ^5 Rd R ^ t l 

wft ati^il ^Rt A> fRv srwrfRi cR a^ftftd 4 f i A hIcii^t^ ^ fcR 

Rt vHq i gf effe! add ^IM (^H'M) gRT cdlR A> dM f^R 3 R f^d! 

$ I dsTFeTt alR ’R fq gtdt, atdHRd dj^Rt % aRRH A> feR y^iRid d^n ^R R 

^5 f, d? yrfe^RT ywiftd gR a^Rftd cpRt ^i t I RcndRR A> feR 

ywif^d dvR^R y?jed> HPfdftWt d?l dpn 5.5.1 A> 3^J?R I I 

*rofo A MtdM^ i d^RRI A> Rr ^#T^f gp^R gR 35t RqdRa 4 ydfRd ^tR A> 
RePd dR f^tr If, qnRRR A aiRR aa y^fdia d^f fa>ai t Rt RqdR^t m\ i |tx1 ^ ^pRdR Rt 
3^dddRdTt I q dR <RR ^ mA gwa A> WTFd mm ? ^ a^rra d>Rt wwm 

f^;^e^3rafedjlSRdTd^?dT 'Ml<r)i'< dRfRdl^ I 

■R fq a|R ^Teft ymd del dvRdR ^ feR ywiftd dfid^ g$, dRdTd gR R dR Rft d^HM dR Rt 
^nff^dfWRRRf.dJdl t ?dfRq srsaftra -gR Rt ai^Rdd SRTd fodi dTdi 11 
fif q fef f^T 3 P^ qxTdt R ftltVl f«Icd ^ aidpfe dlRvf gRT elR dq ddRdR ^ feR y^dTfadjrfrra 
iff f^dfd dP^dR ^ y^wd it qnfira ydieiR <f> feR d<fdid gR A> Rtd R ^d % l ^f^ ?d 
fRRd dvRdR A> y^fdd A ?nftei ygrda afr? RdrOT 4^RdR A> ^ A qnfRd ydieR mr 
dfiR dg y i fed> Ri, Rd i nR ^i A> feR apd Rdf R ft#a fteft ^ aFdRd grRvi gRT etR dq 
dvRdR 95*dd #g SRdrftd "dfidai g>^R gR d>1 a^Rgd ygH dRdt I I 






[gprin—33^4] 

(XV) (*>) 


(*r> 


(xvi) W 


par) 


W 


(*) 


_ : ggWR^ _ - 

ft4>tftftFT ftftpft ji6«ii %ftRJ flfftffl q>«&W ^ 

f I ^ <M«d4i, ^rtt€t ft «wh 4>ft^Rt % yp'W'i 

W&K ?R ^fan STClft 4>1 ^cRT ft 3^1: ^TWI 18%3fR 34% 3lfoE £ I 3?Tl fo £f W ^T ^ 

%, Tptftftft 5RT 4>»ftR *R yWlfocT 3Rft % 3THT^ M ftlfo ft> ^^*1 ^ Hl^lci ft 
artftw ^ gft <iRft% ^W ^frgft ^ 

y^RFI % tcFJ <J»^R ^ ft SR^nfira ^ ^HT ft ftftt ift ^fat , h**H n#t | 3('HHMc1l 4>l 
arrcsn^fI #M8% afa 34% ^ jRarf^ 64% % w anra *n£ ftKR # t I 
^v^Rt % fcR JJ’Wlftd ‘P'ft’R ^ aiyftftd 4>l '41^1 t I 

Tj^ft ^fer ^ tR ^gTcft % 95^H % ft 20* 4>^Hft afft 40’ ft* foF? 

^R TO <Rgd cfifaff ^ ^ ^H1 ft sf>RT: efWT 13% afa 30% 3(f^ t MFTCSIeima- 
*m ffcifaft>*rcftRiR, ^Tcft«i>^iftft*9SRRft> ftrxj ywifad<3a^tedtfl *nft1 fc1 

TjH4Wl£l 5RT 3n^M ^Rt % ftpj ft y^dlft d ffe 2 0* ^R 3fR 40‘^R ft* 

5n^FcR%1^anra:li.25%a#^crmi9%l i ^arcft3<ijftVSl % ft^ft ft ft 20‘ <*>^R 
3fR40‘ i?\ y*difed ej^ftR cr! ft Rff ft SWT: HWT 8% afa 16 % 4>t ^ 4ft F I 

^Rtanire(xv) (4*) ft fo? 4R°ft % HfcRR STFcnf^cf ?& 3f^lftfcT 4ftW? I 

mViRR 1 *! % tcPJ y w rf?m ^R ^ 3Rm*3RF>I 

xr^t ^ ^ifec! y^g> % 3ifsq yTt M t i^ 5 wr. ^ ^ 

f^qff^ gq^t % 1.5 -qpi (^3 ^1) ^ 3Tfe^ ^ ^ ^1%^ I SJ'Wlte ^ ^ 3RT^ ( w<t*cl ^T « 
<HH I ^ l O Rf^qTWt I 

Tprft^g) % WTFI cTcT cpF^Rt % fcR, M)dl^V u I <t>^Hy| jlWlftd ^ 3TWR ^R ^ 

% f^j ^fRFf ?TcT ^v^rr^ 3jfr^ ^itcn^eRwr % 5T^rf=f ^ srmcf^^iR 120‘ «*\{ * 

3^ ^ Hf ^1, WT m ^1 JTRTte ^ * ^fHR^f 
^cf farciT ^Idl t I 40‘ afr? 40‘ ^ ^R % WH rTH <t>^r^ % ^ ^ ^Rfffetl y^c«P 

Hi4^^4t ^ Wf^T ar^TKT ^ ^PifW< 3?t Rl^t % I 

^ 3RT jrg^5 MlflN ROt % fcP» 3RT ^ ^ ^ % 3^ 4i^yf SRF ^ 

Mc^^Rl^^R^f ^f^T« tt f^y^rf^i 

^ v^dflg l ^r ftto f^ ^5 3RPtcT ^ cy ^ ^41^1 ^ 3R CRTOM 3JPJM 

3^ FmcR ^cl ^ ^R W^^WcT <t)^Rl *R cfT^^t I I 

^j ^RH ^ an^t ?<re f^n ^ MldM^r *^r 1 a^R ^ ^ l! ^ d 

y^TcH ^TH Ft^ I, ywifad ^TRRR ^5^Rt % fcRJ nRqRfe ^^R-Rt #f '#^1 % I 

40‘cRfT^ % ^ ^»Rt % ^fcR ??t % ^ ^ WHK 3RRT- 3fePT ^ % 

3^^T^f9^rRRtRcn^3^Tl^l I *jfe 3R[ ^ ^ ^T W te R^T ^»R 1 ^ 
^ ^Rt f^cH ^4)^1 J5 M *[ 

toTMt i pftp iRf snf^RT SRT 3i^fer ^ ^ i %fk>? z 

<RT^ 2PH W ^ gfflfoB fR ^>^1 % ! 313^, 40‘ % Wd <fi^'<\ % fcR 35^R *R, 

XR)R ^ tfl^TRR^f <|>^Rl % fcfTJ cff^RR R <«cq>l 41 ^ t I 

T&me\ ^ ^fm^M ^qfaf&T ^ 
fcH?*ff I 

^ ^»Rl ^ ^cf r ggfere % fcR Rt ^ ^ ^ ? 

\j»iM€l 3 tfown ^^Rt ^>T 3INM!*H Tjirft^am a 

^TT t 3fR 3 RTTc41 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ifty RH 5RT icfmr WU%,^ % SRITcH ^ WI ^ ^TRT ^ ^ ^ # ‘i fergfi 

Bn#3^Rt frPe^ y^l l W cT 5T^T ^T^R 3RRT-3CT Rt % ^T ^ ato t 1 
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Oh 

(xvii) e 

4$f 

<»>) ftft~1 fd<< 'HiWTSf W*1V qvl afr? cf^HPT *P?c[R 3TcPT-3RPl <Rt $> 2}ft dcHIdltt 

w. 

t. 



wrad^.) 


IHHKMii&IEMIiELiHHii 


1^ 

Wfl 

K9I 


■Em 


20' 

40’ 

20' 

40' 

_ 

20' 

40‘ 

20' 

40' 

20' 

40‘ 

20‘ 

40‘ 

sg 


— 

Kufli 

3760 

ebm 

3000 

2254 

3640.50 

2149 

3483 

fO 91% 

381% 

745% 

-18 10% 

1™ 



Ea 

mm 

!■ 

4950 

3519 

5549.50 

3414 

5392 


2.71% 

-3.45% 

-8.93% 

o. 




Esm 


3900 

6908 

12061 

4296 

6966 

BEXEH 

-188 47% 

-65.31% 

-78 62% 




Eua 

j2a 

esi 

3000 

4506 

7281 

4298 

6666 

-58 27% 

-81,80% 

-65.31% 

-78 62% 

5. 

o*-9 'KHf « 9T8 

TOta sri art 1 

<’<W U I 
i 3Kf4d 
Prefer 

n 

4500 

2800 

3900 

5918.50 

^10217.50 

3308.50 

5102.50 

-9728\ 

-127.06% 

•27.25% 

-30 83% 

TTsft 






tf. 

q»*^«ixf l£V 






«rat 

K9 

TsfTc^t 

>^p 

<3 left 

20 

40‘ 

20' 

EXM 


40' 

20' 

40‘ 

20' 

40‘ 

20 ‘ 

40' 

S^E 




mm 

1700 



2124.03 

1606.5 

1966.53 

17 90% 

34.18% 

11 38% 

22.68% 

BBH 



Eum 

mm 

ISM 



4033.03 

2771.5 

3675.53 

?1.2S% 

1902% 

7.62% 

13.88% 


E* K^^lTcTT fr rIT«Lj C. 


tzm 

4275 

2560 

3825 


9046.06 

3013.1 

3933.06 

-97 30% 

-111.85% 

-18 18% 


4. 

tiHrl od 


Ea 

4275 

2550 

3825 

3223.1 

4248.06 

3013.1 

3933.06 

jgjigy 

0.63% 

-18.16% 

KMJHlI 

5. 

3Hl Mfl41 <d wWl*fl' 
ftlfrT ftvft % 3f^T 
SRI cltfl *F? frqfa i 

oi^lcnj 
fa arfo 

2060 

4275 

2550 

3825 

5276.03 

0701.03 

2666.03 

3686.03 

-85 12% 

103.53% 

-4.55% 

6.25% 

6. 

IJWWSl 3R 3R| 
4Ta ^I\j1vj| gRi RT 

waPT 

[ ^ VJtR 

1440 

I960 

1320 

1800 

1264.50 

1777 

1159.50 

1619.50 

69.80% 

85.71% 

47.30% 

47.76% 


3 1 

ef 

cF 

40 

RRd cnfcI35T ^ ^1? ^STT vll WHl t ft> ^l) 3 <|fe 3>f gfcRRT afgf 3T^Td ftvTJT Tpn, & 

TO ^ ^ fc 1 *Ht l%cl <rf\ A *R ?T. 6 *> ^ A fef yiWeMpHc^ t, 33f% 
faf 1 

% q>^><l ^5 A arjHffqcl llfrl81 'tRll&cr 5RJc3) PPfcftfcff 3?l SfRl 5.4 % 3pJ^ 

U6% *) 
? JA 3M 

it 1 

_f 

WSJ 

f'«iit) 

(xviii) w 

t 

W r oR 

ft)*lfa 

i yi ttoiqi ^ f3i <wi r«hi / vjdi^i >hw^ cr ^f ^Tmfci t i ^4)<?[<£1 H 3>t 

^ R 1 ? cPTFl A ^3) ^ 4 f^Plfe 3v^=Rt ^T 3'3RT / 3MTcf 35^Rl 35] vddWHl 3Ilftd | | 

f (PH^TT) 3fr? #RT?eR gRT ^pft SHTRt ^[ Wlrfft 3>1 3ToPT ^ eRT^l ^ ^ ^ 3fr? 3F^R 

^3F3 ^ A oPld ^TR?f t. 5?T 5J3T^ % ?PT>f ^f T’T^ft^f A ^ «TT3T 3>t 3?l t 

RPJ,3R ^ % WT^ ^c3 3>l JT3 - ^ 31oB SRR cPTR j 

5RT 3d!31 W t, ^Pl3l ^ 3>=^R 5T»n? T^f 3R^R % aimR 1R cFTTTJ t 1 Oftrf^> 

^R 37 A 3>^Rl 1R Mlrmiri ^T TlTf^ t | f^fipd ^> 3RPfe 35pfi 37 TtcRTR 

3>t q^HM fafr, 3tf^ft ^ Wftdd 35Flt % feR <?[T^3trf W ^TF51 3PJ^fl gRT arf^Rnf^d tMT 1 

m A> Tfw # 3fcroTc ?m 37 ^ 33 R ^rrft ^ 1 wrt^ri gw 33 f^fR ^ 

3clt A cFTRT wTTdT % 3R^d7 37 SmfcRf ^R?t t 1 3>t f7! 33 sfa 3lfy3> f^HR? 

^fl7 ^%37T^S Wit ^5 fcP? 33) 33)14 3TTW3 WF 37 Tf331Ff 33 5T3HT 3R3I 31%3 1 ^33 3? ?1 
■’J ^ t ^cT 3T3 35) 35^371 3>t nf^3^ 37 A TTlftcf f^>3[ 3fy ^3T 1 33^M 3FTcf! TPfrSTI 

f^33 A 33) 33^33 SR313 ^f3R 333 1 

A 3FT 3)1 ^ ft) 3tcT 37 HtcT-^TRTcfl ^31 35), (f)33# ^5 3TM7 37 7lfi*W 37 ^ 31?7 T5HT 3T%3 1 

7?3cT3 ^ ^ & WT «1T, ?7? 3337 7) 3T?7 7513T, 533 3R3 ciftHdl A ^ 3^) ft>3T 331 % ^3B1. Tlf^^ 

Tcf) # 1 3)d 37 tfl3*?3Tcft ^31, 33337 SR733 A ?llftd 3^3 ^3T3lt ^ 7) 335 # 3#7 3^4)^l<f) 3? ^3T 

A> ftl3 c33d 313 357ctt t 1 |7lftl3, 3713 ST71 3^c35 % 31^3 ^ ^ ^ ^4 35731 

1 

(xix) tji 

<f> 

(xx) V^ 
SR 

351 

w- 

W' 

^n 

% 

WTW 
& % ^T9 
£*R 3^ 

TTft> TpT 
rflftcf 3T 
51 cPlti 
nt 

^TRT%S 
l 33 351 
fR3 ^fl 

&_ . 

(xxi) 

SR 

3TT 

!|l!| 


gNi ^n ^gn?j AAmivfrqsn wi ^ gto'^r gRT wi ireSt ftrfea imzA % 

^ ^ ^ tg ^ 12 ^t 2001 i) *nfar atn^r 4 (fa?) frr^ ?t I i 

TO ' ^ ^ ^ t ft> ?TS afl^TT ift, ^ ^ 5^ if ^ xfm T? ^-KJTR^i $rr) <p) 
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9157 4ft tt?i 491 *n 

^rjfri l 9tfft4 4?i7*ft 3n^i ft 45 yRmifftd f%4i 941 *9 fft> inp *fi4 59iott ^951 *% t w^ % 

3Fd4ciI 

sift4>7*»i sm 12 s^r 2001 4ft 9ifft4 f%7 97 3n^?f <jft 7?l77T7cT7 aft? gr?i ( hh^ I ^ gaif 

^W«M ft) 4*f 2001 it ffte <tifWr 71. 2442 5171 ijftlftt ftt 4f ft | 3?9ftt ft4 4lft<l>! ft ^3T7 47 j£ 
*n»i«ft ft p'kv&h % fcP? 59 yto^i 99 atlr^R &* 9*11 *#19 97 *ii9 59icft ftsi % fa44 ft 139% 
ft***! ^ 9419*991 *ft 1 95 jnftoro. yiTiPra? ?fW ft 571% ?m $t ^ *jft 975 71599 *9 ato 971ft 
ft 3nft*i 9ifft4 f%4i «n 1 45ft«ifa I 9if^4ft9fft9 9ifa9)Tft) 997 ft (5734) 719*1-99 % 9*99 ^ 

HH^tq «9Mciq 4ft 719511 ft)9f ft I HI*MI ^4ffa<t> Tlfttell % 3pft9 ft, yrfetfyui 4ft 

95ft ft f-tttfta ftf^id 97 aft? 3tfe4? 4>7ft %t 3ti<faf*i<#>di 4ft ft I 7«ft anffcra? ^rt’jyt ?fr 45 ft f% 9 i 4ftl4 
*qiqi<iq 5m ffaltfta 3nft7J97 3»-dfftl WMiftsi ftg 9lfa<»>i4)TiWl %3i*jftsi 97 tft9T79ff f%9l99i I 

®7? 44lf 4f f&lfft <fft 719Sfft frtf, ft ^Icf 97 ft9-59lftt % 5917 4ft 7#W 47 ft 3Tlftfft9 ft?9lft 49 

yww fW ft 1 ftt 4f 9ftft*ifei9t ft 49 Tfflra 4%7i49 ft aft? 571ft ftft t 7t^u» giTT 93T7 47 gt 49 

947 ftt fool ^11791 i 45 S919 ftft ftfaj ft fr> 5997 49 *#9 TnfftcT 9)791, ffttftfftT f%7 97 Ml 97 % 

^TT^I 9ft ft, 3lftg ,(7l4fftd) fft99 97 4<f*lH fftftq 49 aTJTTcR 4v?ft ??ft % fcPJ ^ | aRfTRf, d79H ft ^ 
^ftft * T f ft fa Tlfr 9I«m ft, 4>^H7 47 ft ftHlte ft?f 97 fttf-^JTTcft 5PH7 it 9mT ftfftfe 4ft 4ft ft I 
^T§ftt / T^ftR 5T7T JWlftd % 41KI4 ft ?W 4?4 / 31444 ^t 4?Jcft ?7I 12 

2001 % 3nft?I SM 3jf^lVlllftd ftftt I 4ft ^c4 54T4RT4 ^4 4ltel 97, qr fai^T T W l ^ 94f ft fftft4 ft?TT ft ?ft 

4? ft4lrf ?44: ftt ftt I 

7^ ^fe4 T v*T 7TW ft ftp fuR 3F4 ciWdcft ft, <P^4ft 97 4vft4? 47 II4Tfftt ^t 4nft} ft, 4?f ??T 5T^T? 49 
gftTT ft fttf^bc 4ft[ ft I ft TUlftlcf ^ 49^4# ft ^J4d ftwft ftRjfcTf 441 4T I 444^444 % fcPJ ?7I 

3Hft?T ^ aft^f^d ftft ^ gftl 414 *pP4ft 49 71PRT 4)?ft % 497*9 7TTHF4 3Pft4j? u I 3Tfft7T 4T?I 4? 3R4 Ttftl 
45T9rfft 4>t ft*3H 4ftt viTT WT ft I ^jftSRT 4ftt 9147 44T ftp ftftlR -4191 efft ft (Wlftjd) 54>4'ft ft ^cT?ft ftt 
w^T7, M fftr fftsta ftt -4iftt4> Tiftten % 9f^tm ftt An 4ft ^m? i ^fta Troft ftM% teiftt 4ft, 
ftqqWld f^4 4lfrf49 97 4Hftt4 ^4 -9iqid9 ^ ftfft4 ft? 3lftl4 Tjftt 9rfft / 49^4? sftNcft 4T7I 7TT?n 7T9 ft 
31941ft ft) fcPJ ft4T \»n?*u I 

(xxii) 7977^9^7 ft. 49^47-41^ ft 49^47 ^4 7ft?14 445 9ft9F4 cfFI4 % 4tft ft 79) T^T 44T4I 84 I ^jft) 944 ST7T 
?7f 4fftfftfft 49 3TftT4F9 4ft tft>4T 4411, ?7? 4ftlfftftl 49 34R 7lft9^ 47 ft TUfftc? 4ft fft>4T 4411 I ^449 3fft 
§34 ftp fftftt 9fft4?4 yqld'f) 4? 4fftfftftj uflft 77ft ^7 ft I 74ftft€t % 57414 97 12 ^4 2001 9lfftl tftft 47 
477 3Tlft91 ft (ft9T ft)) ?77 31444 % fcT7 4^44 47 7lPftlc7d ft I 4417414, 4? 12 31974 2002 9ft Tffftfad ftt 
fft)41 441 41 1747747717 9ft 414 9^9*9 ft) fc!7 4W49 4ft 9ft Tlftfe?! 9>?ft ft) fcT7 ft, 7444 ftfftTT c7144t ft) 
’41^747 97 7T914tft»f4 4>7ft ft? fcT7 I 34cft«R4) 759 ft, ft 79? 317^)41 ft d fft^lftt 4?7 41 f^P 4? ^1 

^t774ft aft? 747747717 ft? ft4 9>I ft I 4g€4Hft414?c47pt^fft?9ft4HTO44 4ft 74ftft€t% 57414 i 
a44R 97 Wfftl 4?t 4ft ft 3ft? TRftftft 4fftfftfft 451949 ^4771 3lfeft{44, 1963 4ft 417142 5T7T 714lfft4 
41441 ft I 45 79^4 4ft ft f^ 1^71 544? 9714 4714ft 47 4ft Tlftfen ft 7R4^ 4ft ft j 41^ 2005 ft 3ff^7jf^4 
3^e4? 9lft4ftf ftt 944 ^41?ft ft 3lftsn 4^?ft ft f^p ft 4RI42 % 3Rft4 fft%4 yftffftffelft ft) fft7, ftt tft^F4 
yife jxi ft 4T541 4iaft4T7lfft**<ifftd 4ft ^llftt ft. 7145^9 ft 944% fc!7 4^444 4ft tft4t^4 4?7ftft^ 317414 cT17 I 
31474, 74ftft^t 4ft TlfttW 4?7ft 4lfft7 f% ft «H71 42 % 3|sft9 f^%4 4^fftft4t % f%7, ftt fftfftR 51^4 ft41 
7414131) 5171 PWitftd 4ft ?9lftt ft, 7145 759 ft 944 % f%7 vlxxtdH 4 ft PwtRd 4?7ft ftcj 57414 4117 I 31474, 
74fttft€t 4ft Tlfttall iPTftt 4?fft71% 44149^47 4Tf ft 49^47 %4 7ft?14 44? 9^454 ft4T % f%7 4cft44 4^44 
47 344744? ft 3^7 4fft Tlftfen 4cf4H 47 ft 4ftf 7T4lftpin / %7 44c7 4T?ft ft eft 3 915 % ftt47 49^44 57414 
57^4 494tW4f ft f%9)|ft« 4ft «flftt ft f% ft 7lfttHT-4»Tft ft 74ftftftt ft 7154)4 4?ft I 

(xxiii) 494V|4 )tM ft ^94 f^4I ft f% 79ftft€t 4ft 7#T«1 49^4? 5417 fttft M44ft aft? 394144ft ft ft4I 4T%7 I 
797747717 % 3T3?TT? fttft f^cl ft41? 4>?ft 3ft? 4?T4ft 44Tft 5?H7lfa9> 45P91 ^Mcft ft 4«11WH ft I 
79ftft3ft477^99 3ft?3lf^3ie994 4??ft%fa77?594ft99lft I T^M^l ft fft9>lft714ft *7lftt ft f% 45 
314?ft TlftteH % 7194 ?71 f%!4 ft ft^4T7 57414 ft 4?? 3J171 

(xxiv) 7ft7717cl7 ft 417^47 / 4t9f%94 44? S9R319ft4ft«Tclft ft c!4lft 97 3991ft 4ft 4ft ft i 79ftft€l ft 7TOf%41 ft 
f% 417^47 3^7 419 tc794 44? 4?^4? 55744 49457*9 ft 3ft? ft ^pft 55744 % f%7 4ft ft 4*1T 57lft 45 5917 
31H^4ft 3Tcift ft Mfftl 4)1 <ftfftt4 ftt f%41 ft I ft 3 T jft l fed 4ft 4ft ^TcR ftftl 474?7K 74P 

ft 3f|? 7#W ^ft47 47 %f%7 319ft 57414 ft %tfftfft^3igftl44 4ft 9141 ft I 
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i^mfipyf laqrjWT l q^Hia^^ 

2006-07 3fR 2007-08 ^ fcR 3TR / RPR R^qR !R^ q^t f^j t l ^TOTJRT q*Ri ^ 
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qilpq I ^ ^ 


'U\“in^vn, viin vn> • ^ > . " » 

ilRT ^RRH $ ^mlcRt ^5t 3Fjqt<R SRR ^RtOt 
'Hv ft fe q qqqR 31 qM 2006 <&> 3 *i i 

jprtlWl, 31 nrf 2006 ii SIR a5> araft ^ feK! % PwM *5 Xrti wws =M % m ^ ^ ^ 
kiq qilsq I 
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ws (jp) afftua) 

(i) Rffara qd 4 qfa qR qfa-^qid! dl qq ^ fdRfdf&d 5PTR 'Flf^TfeRT § afa %ftq ^R1 

TRif ^ ^ cqqqq cd Rrf&rldrT qran rt. d?qqd /47/2000/xyrddd Rhi* 12 qjq 2001 cd 


^Rripg qdl gd 

(q?) Frd 'Hi^M 4>^qd a?R Rrd aiisfdUl qrdnd R\ 378.00 

(73) Tfd Hldl T dR u l 7J}x£qd dR Rid TIHM clef qj'ddd R>. 756.00 

(q) ^ qrfd? Mid& fen? dx^rda d fdfdq f%cd % aranfa R\ 640.50 

Ridm 5Ni orn* qxj Rnd ftqfa qidqd 


qd Tqqpq 4>*£qd a?R RR?I a#?frd c^qd R\ 609.03 

fid hIcii t ci , < u i qndqRf afR Rid tihm era R\ 1219.06 

>14167o!lo! %R> wq ^IRT d #7 cf>\ Rldvl gTRl gsfeffil Rfd <*>^qd R5. 262.50 

Jiq iskc-iici ^57 T > htm *qTRT d f^iRiq f«ra % aid^ci «ddMf urt ^qdftd R\ 872.03 
ft Mid WR^I d fcTJ cRTT? qq Rrd ftqfa 4^qd 

q>*£qd m aid % v\Z & deR wth cd 3 >r v&S & fdq qq> mw aqraR & Mq *sq d 

qq gndqR i 

qcTgqTddqteTqRq^r-^qcfr ymR, dcraTqqRy^RTrq, c&dqd cd >taicra«q drdr/ araRMi grd 
■ot-wfRTT, anfdd ^1 did dqqt d \3eTRqT I qR ri fanfold ^ I 
M qra^qd <d drqf / qd*d d £?rd qR / d'idK^afRg^T^fdiraqrfcqgTdnqj/ ddqjRdqnd 
1 q?f ai(dR<w dqis yqm q?f qnqd i 

id cpi del qR q^d / TiRd q?r t^^did qd dfr i qtei srq wrad «fR Tdcid 

% fois Tfd <rd qtj / v5di^ qr? qidqd rr q^i qidqR r>. 30/ - q?t d radd i 

ddWRui <p*dqR Tjd qsf qR vicfTRT raqr I #r qd rUri qd qR qran § qi Tra^i den % d 
7 qsf qR H)dl*d7«! q>dqd d fofq f^rffdl q?dqR qR 35T 50% d oil^ 6 l J H I 

f Ri4d w*i d qRdfq wi ^ qR, rr ^ qiRdq qxrq 73 t tr Hldi»d7 u i % for?, q^d qfd q>dqR qR cidq 
d fois Rjfqf^qci RqiqcTl yqi7 ofqjqi 'Rn^m 1 ^Rd ?i«d) d cfdq qidi niR^ d ton? aiqnfd ym qtdt d 
1q qRfqt d/qil on^j/d tsttij qx? cpdqR fdTRFci d qrq gd I 
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(viii) ^> gri gw a#*M ^gro/ g^amjg? wtfr gr£g? gw orgri % for?, write wtft g>?£gft % wig 

srg?Rte>?gmri i 

(ix) Sfa fomd 5 «t>) gT £ix4*ixl §T7T ygRdd cb^dx) % feT? 5FTR 3fo1 4 I oFTRn \j||? j ii I 

(x) wig *rt ^3 n gjs£g?, tew g? gre wf $ write forcsn gte w 4 arritfrit gst ttew te?gT an<TT ?t ri 
v3^t ^ fater ggr, tew tefa ggr cj^r? gst ?ftei ^og> tew % amfxM ggr gteiwtecf gR^ g§t a^nte 4t ft, 
write <n*4dx W3n I ^ 9 s>r it, oicft te>?g?afR ^ it tegjrefr te>? g? arnftfl-lt angra <b*4*R 
Md*l SPTR otori g§t^feif ?w>x?Rci gri ^ii? 4 ! I 

(lij v ip g?teR %r5 3ft?io town ft? <?n? aft? gtfw teg Hm 6,7,8,9 3 ft? 11 ter gft teg ?ran 5, 

7,8 aft? 10 4 te am? cwr f tegfafad gft teg (9) te 4 ^Tcr fagr am?:- 

(9) <g»£«ixweftgRteqitexivr?? A ^an?g?g>rteg?ted*^gwaw(5)teanjw 
cPteT 1 a?rg? g^yteyiegreT ygiRd gtefogr an?gT 1 ^ 5 ^, <W<r woftg>? 

teg>i^ g? cf«tt yt: grite? 4 ?R g? afR gte g? Hldi*dRdte?? g? gate g? _ot ( 5 ) % arjw grite? % 
4)ctx yt: gi arri g»t feff^r gg> g^*g ?^og? often aft? gjteg? % 41oix gggf g? <j-s 1 f*rgfd % gigsnte % 
aiptew^i I 

(ill) dg^-<M« ?i te «kJ«ih 'ft? - 11 ter Pi^ici ten am? aft? Ri**ifoiftjKi ter v»tte> wh g? ^ra ftrai am?: 

(11) gRwgd ?a>te?oi g>tegit / fcre? wiftkd gr& g^teRI gwi gw, yRcggd fteq arte g?f forf & g ?jggT 
teori gg> gr gsteg? te a?rri £ 75 ten gg> ?ter it aft te gget te, fteg grri g?gsrw gw cfgT? gmri;- 
(i) ^terir fWi ^ qteegrg gg gnff g>? ^g??n ^ 1 

(it) gte ^teeff ^r gtecgrg gg gnril g gvri ^1 ggg wgr I, ri g^g? ^ 3 ^ / ^g^faft ?ri g? 
#¥! gg gnff g>? ?rari t te> 

(^) cn$*i gggf xifea g^^g? 5*^1 iim %afl?gr ri grPw ^ gi ggg %gtew ^ 

(^3) g^g? g?r cri ^ ggef, ^n?g g>mt <rfR gj^g? g? gt^fr ^rir ggg gw) ^t <gggTg ^ 1 

(iii) gj^g? / T7T^era?r ^?rir anggggj aflygiRg^i^ g>>ri afRgftegg g«n gjcfi g?F ?re ggg 

g^ri I gte A ^Pitedd wg A wn gg>R g?r gjRgi4 g^f g>? gri $ ri r? gg> terPte gn^r g>mt 
RraioTgri % ter? ?rif agg?g^ gitterigr *1$ g>? ci 4 ) gg ggj.gs^g? g? g^siw g*n? ernri I 

(iv) Rgf gj^g? x^hi ?[cgj artegjjftet §rt gra gj? f^rgr gm / artented w f^rgr gm ?t 75 teg g?F 

tegfteg wi xflHi % 4)ax xatcTl g^f wgrgr rt xig>di (ggT) gw gg teg H j ngi gngi 
RT?gr tew teg gften ^g? ^rit g?) gg 3 rte?r 4, g?ri 3 *rg?gg> ^flggrR^gri 15 ft g>? ?#f ?l 

<^R gRggg d*n taioft <nx 4 etigg ggg g>x gl I apgsn, atteyfea / te»^ g?g>^g?ggg % 

gtew gften ^pg? «ited gg> 0115*1 / sitettr gw tegg^ gfri gift?? afl? hiho) A gsrw gw 
^ teg^f orggigg^ teggj^g? (ggggtew^f) gs gn?gr 1 

(Iv) ® ^1 q4gi*i W?I (1) PwSToI «fn? aft? Wig g? PlHtelteSd ^Tol mJHJ I 

(u) g>4*ixnaa <r>i 4 ff g? 3wi? 

dvxlgd s$g^R» g ^5 gte (8) ^5 yigtinl ^5 arjgR teg>R?1 ytki % teigfg, angrite gj*^g?r?^ ggri g? 
y)d^ic gi^i afl? teorrat ^o«n ?tei, uRnte? gre 1 ^f|? 11 i| ?ra?n I 

(v) <*1*11*1 tiigi*^ (H) gft teg5r<H terar an? aft? v}ti4> wig g? te*gfeterd gft (ii) ft? ?w # te*n 

am? 1 

(ii) g^rw % for? gg^^r oigri % foi? tecipgw afl? ?RTg dof g^^^g?! gj) aggte gg^Rt % ??Tg? 
w?ggn?gT 1 

(g) ^riWf€t gitegjiftet g?f ^gfcpte ^i, gift g«fl ^R goft ?teg g«it ^ arrit ?gg g?i ^ggwT ^ tef*wr 
y^ioii gggtfteg <r>x 4 % for? grrg ^ggte^rfaft g^t 4t an <i 4 >*ft 1 tegfetet % ?ng-?ng 4t rt flgj't 

qioii we l*i*di^'tiix ?: 

(i) gift g«fg? gift ^ggw 


IP. 

tegw 


g» 

tetflte teefl aRnhf sri on? g? tiMi*g, 

austfl^ ^ l^wra 9 c h<\ 


m 


m 

-20' 

830.87 

498.52 


-40' 

1661.74 

997.04 


-40* 

1661.74 

997.04 


W^t 


Jfl y 1, 1 1' 


-20’ 

830.87 

498.52 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
Case No. TAMP/20/200S - MBPT 

The Mumbai Port Trust Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 13* day of September 2005) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) on 16 
March 2005 for fixation of composite box rate for handling containers within the docks. 

2 . i. The MBPT has made the following points in its proposal: 

(i) . Container charges are levied on a single box rate worldwide. At the MBPT, different 

service providers render various services. It was not, therefore, possible for the MBPT 
to fix a single box rate. 

(ii) . Terminal Handling Charges (THC) is a charge collected by container lines from 

importers and exporters for handling of containers at a port. Detailed analysis done by 
the MBPT showed that the THC mainly comprises the following: 


(a) . Port trust charges of wharfage and cranage. 

(b) . Charges for transportation of containers. 

(c) . " Stevedoring. 

(d) . The miscellaneous charges such as survey, customs charges etc., 

The analysis further showed that the charges recovered under transportation and 
stevedoring were high. 

(iii) As a measure to integrate services and reduce costs, the MBPT took over the 
stevedoring from 1 November 2002 and transportation of containers within docks from 
shipside to container yard with effect from 15 May 2004. TAMP had approved rates 
both for stevedoring services for various cargo and containers and rates for 
transportation of containers. 

(iv) With the taking over of the stevedoring and transportation of containers, the entire 
operations at the terminal between shipside and container yard are within the unified 
control o#the MBPT. It is. thus, now possible and desirable to prescribe a box rate 

by the container operators instead of separate charges for each of the activity. 

(v) . The present proposal is in sequel to TAMP’s directive vide its Order No. 

TAMP/20/20Q4-MBPT, dated 10 August 2004 relating to MBPT's proposal for fixation 
of charges for handling / removal of containers from shipside to container yard and vice 
versa. 

(vi) . Prescription of composite box rate envisages grouping of charges prescribed in the 

existing Scale of Rates for the following services: 

(a) . On board Stevedoring. 

(b) . Container handling equipment. 

(c) . General cargo handling at docks. 

(d) . Transportation of containers. 

Present charges for the above services are recovered separately as per the provisions 
of Docks Scale of Rates (DSR). 

(vii) The services rendered above are in deficit. As such, the composite box rates proposed 
are not cost based. These rates have been derived with a view to have competitive 
edge over the adjoining ports. 
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(vm) (a). The rates for some of the services covered in the composite box rate are 
prescribed in US dollar and in respect of few other services in Indian Rupees. 
The charges for handling the containers at the hook point and container 
wharfage have been prescribed in terms of US dollars whereas charges for 
stevedoring and transportation are presently prescribed in Indian Rupees. 

(b). Since the rates for cargo inside the container are being recovered from the 
consignees, the composite box rate does not include any cargo related 
charges. 

(ix) . The transportation charges for transportation of containers from shipside to container 

yard and vice versa, are recovered from the lines and paid to the MBPT contractor. 
The rates presently being recovered for this service are the rates collected by the 
transporters through the competitive tenders. The rates incorporated in the proposed 
box rates are the rates being recovered for rendering the service of transportation to 
the container operators. 

(x) The rates approved by TAMP for rendering stevedoring service are valid up to 30 
September 2005. If cost of stevedoring service is reviewed based qb the cost figures 
of 2004-05, the rates for rendering these services may have to be enhanced 
considerably. Since the rates indicated in the composite box rates are the rates 
presently being recovered for rendering stevedoring services, it is necessary to load 
certain percentage of rates to cover the future enhancement. It is also necessary to 
consider sufficient cushion to cover the increase in cost of rendering the stevedoring 
service due to increase in salary and wages cost, maintenance and fuel cost. 
Therefore, the proposed rates in respect of general and ICO loaded containers are little 
more than the charges presently being recovered. 

(xi) . Except cost of transportation of containers, cost of rendering other services are 

common in respect of container, general break bulk, liquid and dry bulk cargo at the 
docks. 

2,2 The proposal has been endorsed by the Board of 1 rustees of the MBPT in its meetinq 

held on 28 December 2004. 

2 ^ ln *bis backdrop, the MBPT has requested this Authority to approve the following 

composite box rates for handling container within the docks: 

(A). Composite Charges on cargo containers handled at the berths having Quayside 
Gantry Cranes. 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rat* 

contain 

20’ 

a for 
ers upto 
(Rs) 

Rates for 
containers 
above 20' (Rs.) 



Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

(*> 

General containers 

2500 

2000 

3750 

3000 

(ii) 

ICO Containers 

3800 

3300 

5700 

4950 

(Mi) 

Transhipment containers 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(iv) 

Same bottom containers 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(v) 

Export containers brought by 
Barge under Shipping Bills from 
other ports for shipment 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 
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(B). Composite Charges on cargo containers handled at berths other than those 
mentioned at (A) a bove. 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rate for containers 
upto 20' (Rs) 

Rates for 
containers above 
20' (Rs.) 



Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

(i) 

General containers 

1900 

1700 

2850 

2550 

(ii) 

ICO Containers 

3200 

3000 

4800 

4500 

(in) 

Transhipment containers 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(iv) 

Same bottom containers 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3900 

(v) 

Export containers brought by 
Barge under Shipping Bills from 
other ports for. shipment. 

3000 

2600 

4500 

3550 

(Vi) 

Containers moved by barges 
between MBPT and other ports 

1450 

1300 

2000 

1850 


2.3.2. In additional to revision of rates, the MBPT has also proposed certain modifications in 

some of the existing conditionalities. 

3.1. In accordance with the consultation procedure prescribed, the proposal of the MBPT 

was forwarded to the concerned port Users / representative body of port users for their comments. The 
comments received from the users were forwarded to MBPT as feed back information. 


4 . Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, it was found that additional 

information/clarifications were required on various issues. Accordingly, the MBPT was requested to 
furnish additional information/ clarification. The queries raised and the response of the MBPT are 
tabulated below: 


Sr. 

No. 

Qt,. raised by Authority 

MBPT’s reply to our queries 

1. 

Propose necessary amendments for 
deletion of the relevant entries (relating to 
itemized rates) in its Scale of Rates 
keeping in view, inter alia, the Orders 
passed by this Authority amending its 
Dock Scale ; f Rates, fixation of rates for 
stevedoring services taken over by it for 
import and export cargo including 
containers, fixation of rates for stevedoring 
services for containers brought by barges, 
cargo brought by coastal barges and cargo 
handled in stream and fixation of charges 
for handling / removal of containers from 
shipside to container yard and vice versa. 

The proposed composite box rates cover 
services rendered on board the vessel, 
handling at the wharves, removal to pre¬ 
stack area by the transporters and handling 
by QGC in cases of container vessels 
berthed at BPS. To recover the box rate 
from containers, it is necessary to avail of 
facilities referred to above. In some cases, 
it may so happen that container may not 
avail of all the services referred above. 
Necessary conditions to regulate charges 
are incorporated in the draft Notification. 
Since the transportation is being carried out 
by the transporters the rates paid to the 
transport contractor by the port is 
recovered from the users Once composite 
box rate is approved, there will not be any 
additional recovery from the users on 
account of transportation even if fuel prices 
escalate. In case container requires 
additional movements, it is necessary to 
recover only transportation charges from 
the container operators, at the rates, being 
paid to transport contractors. It is, 

therefore, proposed to retain these 
provisions in Scale of Rates. 
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The cost statements indicating 
(provisional/actual) for the year 2004-05 
and projections for the next three years 
(i.e.,) 2005-06 to 2007-08 may be updated 
in line with the revised guidelines for tariff 
fixation. 


3. Traffic : 

Please furnish the following details for 
quay-crane berths and non quay-crane 
berths separately: 

(i). The basis of estimation of 

container traffic for the years 2005- 
06 to 2007-08. 


I 


Cost statement for 2004-05 is being 
prepared taking cognizance of the date of 
submission of the proposal. 

The proposal under reference is not cost 
based. A composite rate is derived on the 
basis of rates already in existence, which 
was cost based. The MBPT has furnished 
the rates for covering cost of rendering the 
services. Such rates are more than the 
proposed rates. 


After introduction of Box rgte at par with 
JNPT or below, the volume is expected to 
increase. The volume of the Container 
traffic is given below: 


Year Quay Non-Quay Total 

Crane Crane TEUs 



The number of 20’ containers and 
40’ containers estimated to be 
handled under different category 
for the relevant years. 


Number of coastal containers 
estimated to be handled during the 
relevant years under different 
catego 


na income : 

Detailed working for estimating 
operating income for the years 
2005-06 to 2007-08 may be 
furnished. 

Please furnish a detailed working 
of income estimated for the years 
2005-06 to 2007-08 under the 
existing arrangement and under 
the proposed arrangement. 


The MBPT has furnished the category wise 
number of containers estimated to be 
handled for the period from 2005-06 to 
2007-08 and actuals for the year 2004-05 


Number of coastal containers estimated to 
be handled for the period from 2005-06 to 
2007-08 and the actuals for the year 2004- 
05 is furnished by MBPT. _ 


Not furnished by MBPT. 


Not furnished by MBPT. 


Please furnish the breakup of the The p 0rt has f um j S hed breakup of the cost 
cost elements constituting e | eme nts constituting operating cost for the 
operating cost for all the years years 2001 -02 to 2005-06 
under consideration. 
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The employee cost in terms of 
direct labour cost and maintenance 
labour cost furnishing the details of 
number of employees deputed and 
their salary and wages, overtime, 
etc., under each category may be 
furnished. 


Please furnish the following with 
regard to the equipment running 
cost: 

(i). Operating cost like electricity cost 
per TEU, fuel cost per TEU and 
quantum of fuel / electricity 
required to handle one TEU 


(ii). Equipment wise 
maintenance cost. 


repairs 


Employees cost in terms of direct labour 
cost and maintenance labour cost including 
the number of employees are furnished by 
the port for 2001-02 to 2005-06. The 
relevant details for the year 2004-05 and 
2005-06 are as follows:- 



2004-05 

2005-06 

Direct labour 
cost 

10098.75 

10533 00 

Maintenance 
Labour cost 

497 11 

518 49 

Employees 

(numbers) 

6615 

- 


(i). Information regarding container 

handling equipment is given below: 

1. Electricity cost per TEUs (in case 
of QGC) Rs.28/- approx. 

2. Fuel Cost per TEUs (in case of 
RTG) Rs.70/- approx, 

3. Quantum of Electric Power 

Consumption per TEU 7 Units 
approx. 

4. Quantum of fuel required per TEU 
_ 2 Ltrs. Approx. 

Equipment (Quayside Gantry Cranes), 
Repairs and Maintenance Cost 


2001-02 

25.68 

2002-03 

19.97 

2003-04 

33.11 

2004-05 

33.65 


(iii). The M8PT may indicate whether it 
has outsourced any activity relating 
to container handling and, if so, 
please furnish outsourcing cost per 
TEU. 


(iv). Please furnish the details of 
overheads with breakup and basis 
considered in the cost estimation 
for handling containers 


The MBPT has outsourced handling and 
transportation of containers between 
Shipside and Container yard with effect 
from 15.5.2004. The prevailing rates are 
Rs.594/- for loaded container having length 
upto 20’ Rs. 484/- for empty container 
having length upto 20" Rs. 891/- for loaded 
container having length above 20’ and 
Rs.726/- for empty container having length 

above 20’. _ 

Overheads allocated are as follows: 

(a) Departmental overheads i.e. Port 
and Traffic Department. 

(b) Storekeeping 

(c) Labour Welfare and Medical 

(d) Residual administration, ancf 

(e) Engineering Workshop. 

Expenses on approx. 174 cost centers are 
compiled under above five groups and 
apportioned on pre-determined basis. 
Hence details have not b£en furnished. 
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The breakup and cost elements 
constituting the general facilities 
considered in the cost statement 
for all the years under 
consideration may be furnished. 


Breakup of post elements constituting 
general facilities is as under 


The MBPT has stated that it has 
made adjustments in cost details to 
reckon with cost of common 
services provided to containers, 
general break-bulk, liquid and dry 
bulk cargo handled at the docks. 
Details of such adjustments made 
in the operating cost and the basis 
therefore may be furnished for all 
the years under consideration. 


(f). (i). The MBPT has considered the 

cost of providing general 
facilities to the container 
handling activity. In addition, 
management and general 
overheads are apportioned to 
the container handling activity. 
In this connection, to clarify that 
how the general facilities are 
different from management and 
general overheads as far as the 
container handling activity is 
concerned. 


(ii). The basis of allocation of 
management and general 
overheads to the container 
handling activity. 


(Rs. in lakhs) 

Description 

2004-05 

2005-06 

General facilities at 
Indira Dock 

948.80 

969.60 

General facilities at 
Prince’s and Victoria 
Docks 

547.62 

571.f6 

Operational and 

Maintenance of RIM 

0.19 

0.20 

Bascule Bridge. 



Dock sanitation. 

359.04 

374.48 

Expenditure 
incurred on the 

604.17 

630.15 

watch and ward 



New Minor works 

7.84 

8.18 

Total 

2467.66 

2573.77 


Container handling activity at present forms 
part of the service 'General cargo handled 
at docks’. This servipe also covers the 
general break bulk cargo, liquid, and dry 
bulk cargo. Existing cost capturing system 
does not permit segregation of cost of 
handling of these commodities item wise. 
Introduction of the composite box rate 
necessitated segregation of part of the cost 
from the service stevedoring and container 
handling equipment and merging it with the 
service general cargo handled at docks 
and container transportation. Even if 
composite box rate is introduced, MBPT 
may not be in a position to capture cost of 
these elements separately. Hence, the cost 
of stevedoring service in respect Of 
containers and cost of transportation of 
containers * are amalgamated and 
apportioned the cost of providing service 
'Quayside Gantry Crane' with cost of 
rendering the service General cargo 
handled at docks’. 


General facilities referred to in the cost 
statement covers expenses on account of 
watch and ward staff, illumination, rates 
and taxes and water charges and General 
operation and maintenance of some 
common user facilities. Whereas 
management and general overheads 
include store keeping expenses, labour 
welfare and medical expenses and 
expenses on department like accounts, 
Secretary, Legal and services. 


Management and general overheads are 
allocated as under 

(1) . Store keeping expenses based on 

value of stores. 

(2) . Engineering overheads based on 

the expenditure on repairs and 
maintenance. 
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(3) . Labour welfare and medical 

expenses based on number of 
employees. 

(4) . Residual administration based on 

direct cost 


(g). Please review the depreciation 

considered in the cost statement 
for all the years under 

consideration in the light of clause 
2.7.1. and clause 2 9 5 of the 
revised tariff guidelines 

Depreciation are worked out on straight line 
method on assets fully commissioned. 
Board has fixed life of the asset as per 
directives of Ministry Reworking of 
depreciation as per clauses 2.7.1 and 2.9.5 
will result in delay in furnishing clarification 
to TAMP. MBPT’s proposal under 

reference was submitted to the authority 
well before the guidelines were issued. 
TAMP is requested not to insist for 
reworking at this stage. MBPT is proposing 
comprehensive revision of scale of rates. 
MBPT will be reworking the depreciation as 
per the guidelines while formulating 
proposal for comprehensive revision. 


(h). The basis of apportionment of 

Finance & Miscellaneous 

expenditure to the container 
handling activity may be explained. 

Finance and Misc expenses are 
apportioned based on the number of 
employees in respect of service 
'Stevedoring', salaries, wages and direct 
cost in respect of service general cargo 
handled at docks and quayside gantry 
crane. 


(ii). Please furnish the breakup of 

apportioned. Finance & 

Miscellaneous expenditure to the 
container handling activity 

Breakup of the finance and misc. expenses 
is as under: 

(Rs. In lakhs ) 

Year 

Contributed 
to pension 
fund 

Productivity 

linked 

Bonus/rewar 
d (PLB/PR) 

2001-02 

11450.36 

551.45 

2002-03 

7558 40 

612.92 

2003-04 

11755 82 

526.46 

2004-05 

12032.93 

539.46 

2005-06 

11943 

536.09 

1 

(iii). The reasons for an increase of 

around 50% in the Finance & 
Miscellaneous expenditure for the 
year 2003-04 as compared to the 
year 2002-03 may be explained. 

In the year 2003-04, MBPT had contributed 
an amount of Rs210 crores towards 
pension fund as against Rs.137 crores in 
the year 2002-03. This has resulted in 
increase of around 50% in finance and 
Misc. expenditure in 2003-04. 


(i). (a). The MBPT has claimed a rate of 
return of 18.5% on the capital 
employed. As per clause 2.9.2. and 
2.9.10 of the revised tariff 
guidelines, the rate of return on 
capital employed is 15% and 
maximum permissible return will be 
allowed for capacity utilization of 
i 60% and above. The Return on 

1 Capital Employed (ROCE) will be 

further subject to clauses 2.9.5, 

1 2.9.7. and 2.-9.8 of the revised 

guidelines for tariff fixation. The 

1 requisite details of capital 

| employed under different 

Cost statements were forwarded to TAMP, 
well before receipt of guidelines for fixation 
of tariff. It can be seen from the statements 
forwarded that service is being rendered in 
deficit. As such, working out returns at 
15% or 18.5% does not make any 
difference for fixation of rates. As against 
the stated capacity of Mumbai Port of 
handling 2.92 lakh TEUs, port has handled 
approx. 2.18 lakh TEUs in 2004-05. 
Handling is more than 60% of the stated 
capacity. 
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— 

categories to be provided 
accordingly 



(b). To indicate container handling 
capacity of the port. 

The container handling capacity of the port 
is 2.92 lakh TEUs. 


(c). The MBPT has depicted negative 
working capital for all the years 
under consideration; and, 

significantly, the resultant capital 
base also of the container handling 
activity has turned out to be 
negative. The MBPT to justify its 
claim on the return on capital 
employed at the container handling 
activity. 

Negative working capital for all the years 
clearly indicates that revenue generated at 
present is not giving any returns on capita! 
employed. Rate once fixed will remain in 
force for 3 years as such marginal increase 
on a few category of containers to cover 
escalation on account of fuel price nad 
increase in salaries and wages has been 
proposed to be loaded in the rates 
mentioned in the proposal. The price of 
diesel has been increased. This will result 
in MBPT paying higher amount to the 
contractors. But once the box rates are 
fixed, MBPT cannot recover any additional 
charges on account of escalation in the fuel 
price. Hence, no further moderation in the 
rates is advisable. Moreover, all the 
services covered in the composite box rate 
rendered in deficit 

6. 

The MBPT has stated that the proposed 
rates for container handling activity at the 
berths for gantry and non-gantry operations 
are the derived rates by grouping of 
existing charges prescribed for on-board 
stevedoring, container handing 

equipments, general cargo handled at 
Docks and transportation of containers. 
This apart, the MBPT has further added 
certain percentage of cost to cover future 
increase in salary and wages cost, 
maintenance cost of equipments to the 
existing charges prescribed for rendering 
stevedoring service and transportation of 
containers to arrive at the proposed rates. 
In this connection, the MBPT to justify the 
proposed rates with reference to the cost of 
providing services at the quay crane berths 
and non-quay crane berths. 

The proposed composite box rates are not 
cost based but are competitive rates as 
compared to the adjoining ports. The rates 
had to be enhanced considerably, if the 
rates are to cover the cost of service The 
proposed rates are the rates being 
recovered for some category of containers 
and the rates are much less than the 
charges presently being recovered in 
respect of other category of containers. 
Since the approved rates will be in force for 

3 years, marginal increase has been 
proposed in respect of general and ICD 
loaded Containers handled at Gantry 
berths and in respect of general, ICD and 
Containers moved by barges between 
MBPT and other ports at the non-gantry 
berths to cover the increase in'salary and 
wages, maintenance and fuel of 
equipment. With the proposed rates, the 
increase in income, more than the 
operating cost of the service will be just 
marginal.- In respect of all other containers, 
the charges proposed are less than the 
charges being recovered at present. 

__ 

With reference to the proposed composite 
charges, please furnish clarification on the 
following points: 

(i). The rationale behind adopting the 

exchange rate of 1 US $ * Rs. 46 
to convert the existing charges for 
quayside Gantry Cranes and 
wharfage on containers. 

The proposal was formulated in October 
2004, when exchange rate of US Dollar to 
Indian Rupee was varying around Rs. 
45 85. As such, MBPT had taken rate of 
Rs. 46/- to convert the existing quayside 
gantry crane charges and wharfage on 
containers which are prescribed in US $ to 
Indian Rupees. 


2774 GI/05—5 
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Clause 5.1.1. of the revised tariff 
guideline specifies that composite 
box rate may be prescribed with 
rebate to be slowed if any of the 
individual services are not provided 
by the port The MBPT has not 
proposed any such rebates in the 
proposed Scale of Rates. 


Composite handling charges for 
container of length above 4O’ have 
not been proposed by the port. 


In terms of clause 4.3 of the 
revised guidelines for tariff fixation, 
concessional tariff wil have to 
prescribed for coastal containers 
and such container related charges 
for aR coastal containers should not 
exceed 60% of the normal 
container related charges. The 
MBPT may include the rates for 
coastal containers. 


In the pricing decision, the MBPT 
has adopted some existing 
container handling charges levied 
by lie Jawaharlaf Nehru Port Trust 
(JNPT). In this connection, the 
MBPT is requested to clarify the 
following: 

The reason for prescribing 
Rs.4,950/- for handling 40’ empty 
ICD container as compared to the 
JNPT rate of Rs.4,725/-. 


Instances of providing any individual 
services covered in the composite box rate 
may not normally arise as the services are 
mandatory. In case any exigencies arise, 
separate charges for the services rendered 
will be recovered as per Scale of Rates. 
With this intention only MBPT has not 
proposed to delete the clause from the 
Scale of Rates. 


The tariff provided under Section V of DSR 
is for containers having length upto 20’ and 
containers having length over 20’. The 
rates for contained having length 40’ and 
above are covered under container having 
length above 20’. However, TAMP may 
prescribe rates for handling these 
containers at the ratio specified in the 
revised guidelines. 


The rates indicated at B (vi) of the proposal 
are infact the rates for coastal containers. 
The rates for foreign going containers will 
be as under: 


Description 


Containers 
mover by 2400 
barges 
between 
MBPT and 
other ports 



In respect of transshipment 
containers, the MBPT has adopted 
the rates at JNPT. In this regard, 
please confirm whether the 
performance / productivity levels of 
J NPT are comparable with the 
performance / productivity levels of 
MBPT for handling transshipment 
containers. 


Rates proposed for containers having 
length over 20 feet are one and half times 
of rates proposed for containers having 
length upto 20 feet. The ICD traffic vis-a- 
vis the total traffic is minimal at 4.70%. The 
Port's revenue is mainly on general 
containers. Besides, about 40% 
concession in ICD Box Rate is granted on 
ICD containers at present. _ 


MBPT is 132 years old whereas, JNPT is a 
port developed recently with ultra-modem 
facilities for handling containers. MBPT is 
labour oriented port, whereas, JNPT is a 
mechanised port. Comparison of 
productivity levels of MBPT with that of 
JNPT will therefore not be appropriate. 
The performance / productivity level of TP 
* containers at JNPT and MBPT may not be 
the same. However, to attract more 
transhipment containers the rates have 
been brouqht on par with JNPT rates. 
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The reason for proposing same 
rates for handling transshipment 
containers at quay crane berths 
and non-quay crane berths may be 
explained. 


Please explain the reason for 
proposing handling charges of 
same bottom containers and export 
containers brought by barges 
under shipping bills from other 
ports for shipment at the level 
prescribed for handling 
transshipment containers in the 
quay crane berths. 


Rates for same bottom containers 
and export containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills from 
other ports for shipment are 
proposed to be at the same level. 
Again, these two categories of 
containers are proposed to be 
levied handling charges at the 
same level at both quay crane 
berths and non-quay crane berths. 
However, empty export containers 
of above 20’ length brought by 
barges under shipping bins from 
other ports for shipment is 
proposed to be levied different. 


Please confirm whether the 
charges prescribed for handling 
export containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills from 
other ports for shipment, both in 
quay crane and non-quay crane 
berths cover the operations in both 
loadinq and unloading cycles. 


The existing on board stevedoring 
levy includes lashing / unlashing of 
containers. Please confirm 
whether the proposed composite 
rates cover providing services 
towards lashing / unlashing. 
Rebate may be proposed, if tite 
lashing / unlashing services are not 
provided by the port. 


At present, charges on transhipmen t 
cont a iners are recovered at the rate of 
Rs.6,908/- at quaycrane berths and 
Rs.54S23.96 at non-quay berths. As 
against Ms , M8PT is proposing to reamer 
Rs3 B 00Q/- for a containers having length 
upto 20’. Since charges proposed are 
tower than the fates presently being 
recovered, no diQerenteabon b etween quay j 
crane berth and non gantry berths has! 
been made . The wotume of transshipment 
con ta heif s is very minimal inorder to 
encourage fie transshipment of containers, 
the box rate for TP Containers handled at 
Quay Crane berth and non-quay berths has 
been tixed at flue same rate. 


M8PT has pegged the rates in respect of 
same botto m containers and export 
co n taineff s brought by barges at the level of 
charges prescribed for handling 
frarwhqwnent containers. The operations 
involved for handling Jhe same bottom 
containers, TP containers and containers 
brought under Shipping SIN are the same, 
hence the Box Rate is proposed at same 
rate. 


Presently charges recoverable on these 
containers at the respective berths are 
much more than the rates proposed. In 
respect of export container of above 20 feet 
length brought by barges under shipping 
bill from adjoining port for shipment and 
handled at non-gantry berths, charges 
presently levied are Rs. 3586.03. As 
against this, a moderate rate of Rs. 3550/- 
has been prescribed. 


tt is confrrned that the charges prescribed 
both in quay crane and non quay cranes 
berths cover the loading and unloading 
operations. 


The pnqjosed 

Section way oaM. 
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The MBPT has proposed higher 
rates for handling iCD containers 
as compared to other category of 
containers. Piease explain the 
additional services proposed to be 
provided for handling ICD 
containers at quay crane berths 
and non-quay crane berths 

With reference to the proposed 
composite charges on cargo 
container handled at the berths not 
having gantry operations, the 
MBPT may furnish/ clarify the 
following: 

Two sets of rates - one for “export 
containers brought by barges 
under shipping bills from other 
ports for shipment" , and another for 
“containers moved by barges 
between MBPT and other ports” - 
have been proposed at SI. No.(v) 
and (vi) under sub-section B of 
Section V. The difference between 
the containers set out at Si No (v) 
and (vi) to be brought out with 
reasons for proposing differential 
rates. 

The T easons for not proposing 
such a differential rates in respect 
of containers handling at the berths 
having quayside gantry cranes to 
be brought out. 


In respect of containers moved by 
barges between MBPT and other 
ports two categories of rates have 
been proposed. Out of l^ ese two 
categories of rates, the following 
category of rates have been written 
in pencil. 


Details | Rates fori Rates for 


contain* 
ers upto 
20' Rs.) 


Containers 
moved by 
jarges 
jetween 
VlbPT and 
jther ports 
50% 


containers 

above 

20 ’(* 3 ) 


The general containers are handled and 
transported between shipside and 
Container Yard, whereas the ICD 
containers are not only handled and 
transported between Shipside and 
Container Yard but also ioaded/unloaded 
on to the wagons/Agents’ trailers and 
hauled to and from Shunting Yard at 
Wadala. 


Containers mentioned at Sr. No. 5 of sub¬ 
section B are the export containers brought 
in shipment to Mumbai Port from other 
ports whereas containers referred to in Sr. 
No. 6 of sub-section B are the containers 
moved by barges between MBPT and other 
ports. At present this movement takes 
between MBPT and JNPT only. 
Containers moved between MBPT and 
other ports are at present handled at a 
particular berth which is not having 
quayside gantry crane This system may 
continue in future also Hence, rates for 
such type of activities have not been 
incorporated in the schedule of rates 
prescribed for containers handled at berths 
having QGCs. These containers involved a 
single activity of either loading or 
unloading. The rates at SI. No. 5 are 
applicable for the export containers brought 
under Shipping Bills from JNP by sea 
unloaded at this Port and subsequently 
loaded on vessels involving both import 

and export operatio ns.__ 

Inadvertently, certain figures were indicated 
in pencil below the rate actually proposed. 
Rates actually proposed are furnished 
below. 


Rates for containers 

Rates for containers 

upto 20' 

above 20’ 

(Rs.) 

__(Rs.).. 

Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

1450 

1300 

2000 

1850 


The proposed rates rnay be 
confirmed in print and the 
necessity for prescribing two 
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categories of rates for containers 
moved by barges between MBPT 
and other ports may be explained. 


With reference to the Notes 
proposed to the Sub-section (A) 
and (B) of Section V, please clarify 
the following: 

The definition of cargo containers 
proposed at Note (i) does not 
appear to cover the different 
containers for which composite 
charges are proposed. The 
definition of cargo containers may 
be reviewed. 


Please elaborate the proposed 
Note (ii) to include services 
provided to different categories of 
containers. 


With reference to Note (iv), please 
clarify the following: 

The MBPT proposal in reference is 
to levy composite charges and 
comprehensive services should 
include lift on / off at pre-stack 
area. Notably, the MBPT has 
stated that the proposed composite 
charges include charges levyable 
for container handling equipment. 
That being so, the necessity for a 
separate conditionality as at Note 
(iv) may be explained. 


Charges for containers handled by 
Toplift Trucks / Transtainer are 
leviable only on ICD containers in 
the existing arrangement. Please 
explain the reasons for extending 
levy of charges for containers 
handled by toplift trucks / 
transtainers to all other category of 
containers apart from ICD 
containers. 


With reference to the proposed 
charges prescribed in dollar terms 
leviable for toplift truck / 
transtainers, please note that in 
terms of clause 5.2 of revised 
guidelines, cargo related 
components of container handling 
activity are required to be 
denominated in Indian Rupee 
terms. Please prescribe the 
proposed charges in Indian Rupee 
terms, if cargo element cannot be 
separated. 



Definition referred to in Note (1) is universal 
definition of describing units of containers. 
Different types of containers covered in the 
rate schedule have been defined in the 
general rules to section I of DSR and 
section V of DSR. 


Charges include On-Board stevedoring 
charges, handling at Shipside, removal of 
container between shipside and 
Prestack/RCD Yard, loading/ off-loading of 
ICD containers on Railways wagons. 


It is confirmed that the levy of composite 
box rate includes lift on of export/lift off of 
import containers at the pre-stack area by 
the transport contractor. Proposed charges 
do not include handling of containers by 
top-lift trucks or transtainers. These 
equipments are not covered in the 
composite box rate prescribed. All the 
containers handled at MBPT may not utilise 
the services of transtainers and toplift 
trucks. 


It is not correct to say that at present top-lift 
trucks/ transtainers are leviable only on 
ICD containers. In terms of Section 
V(C)(1)(b), these charges are leviable in 
respect of every container, which has 
availed services. As such, suitable clause 
has been incorporated under section V(b) 
of DSR to enable recovery of additional 
charges for providing additional facilities. 


Toplift trucks and transtainers are the 
container handling equipment and not for 
cargo handling. As such, question of 
prescribing these charges in Indian Rupee 
does not arise. These are exclusively used 
for container. 
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(i). Likewise, the proposed charges for 
trailers to be revised in the light of 
the observation made at (c) above. 


(ii). To confirm whether the Trailer 
services are optional or mand atory. 
With reference to the sub-section D 
of Section V, License (Storage) 
fees, please furnish / clarify the 
following: 

The MBPT has proposed to 
continue with the existing 
arrangement for levy of license 
(Storage) fees. However, no free 
period has been prescribed for 
storage of containers Please 
review the License (Storage) fees 
in the light of clause 5.8.1 and 
5.8.2. of the revised guidelines. 


Trailers are used for transportation of 
containers for movement of loaded/ empty 
containers from shipside to pre-stack area 
or freight station These equipment are not 
carg o han dling or moveme nt equipment. 
Trailer services are optional. 


As per the existing SOR, license fee is 
leviable from the day following the day of 
GLD of the vessel or from the receipt in the 
port area. However, with a view to attract 
more number of containers to the port, 
MBPT has already allowed free days in 
respect of container At present, only 3 to 
30 calendar days have been granted from 
time to time. MBPT at present is proposing 
amendment only to relevant clauses 
covered under composite box rate 
prescribed. However, for the sake of 
clarity, MBPT has furnished statements 
showing the existing and proposed 
provisions. We have taken note of the 
clause 5.8.1 and 5.8.2 of the revised 
guidelines. MBPT is in the process of 
comprehensive revision of entire set of 
scale of rates levied. At that time, suitable 
provision will be incorporated regarding 
free days to container 


Please modify the proposed Note 
10 (i) in terms of clause 5.8.3 of 
revised guidelines. 


The unit for levy of charges for levy Unit of levy of charges for reefer block 
of reefer plug points to be modified bonds will be modified at the time of 
in terms of clause 5.7.1 of the comprehensive revision of Scale of Rates, 
revised guidelines 



The MBPT has proposed to 
continue with the existing charges 
in dollar denomination for supply of 
port labour for stuffing or destuffing 
of cargo container. This Authority 
has passed an order on 10 
September 2003 prescribing 
charges per box for stuffing / 
destuffing in Indian Rupee terms. 
To review the proposed stuffing / 
destuffing charges for providing 
port labour in terms of Indian 
Rupee terms. In line with the 
general principle maintained by 
MBPT of charging composite rate, 
the possibilities of consolidating 
stuffing / destuffing charges 
instead of levying charges on 
labour basis to be explored 


Charges prescribed under section V (F) are 
the charges fixed for supply of on-shore 
labour. TAMP vide its order dated 
10.9.2003 has prescribed charges for 
supply of on board labour which is distinct 
from .on shore iabour. AT MBPT, for 
stuffing and de stuffing of containers two 
sets of labour viz. on shore and on board 
are deployed. As such, these charges will 
be modified at the time of comprehensive 
revision of SOR, if necessary. Composite 
box rate presently under consideration of 
TAMP does not cover the activity of 
stuffing/ destuffing operations. As the 
Composite box rate prescribed is in respect 
of handling at shipside and movement to 
pre-stack area or vice versa, it is not 
advisable to prescribe Composite box rate 
inclusive of stuffing/ destuffing rates at this 
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point. This can be considered only after 
taking over the transportation of containers 
from pre-stack area to CFS. 


(h). To furnish the basis for the 
proposed modification to the 
existing general note (ii) under 
section V of the Dock Scale of 
Rates to govern the levy of license 
fee for storage of transportation 
and same bottom containers. 

Like import containers, Composite box 
rates have been proposed for 
transshipment and same bottom 
containers. This is inclusive of 
transportation charges. Other charges 
recoverable on these containers will not be 
comparable with the charges leviable on 
import containers. Incase these containers 
remain in the port after expiry of the free 
days presently being extended, license 
fees (storage charges) need to be 
recovered. As such proposed general note 
(II) has been incorporated and modified to 
make it more explicit. The same bottom 
containers are discharged from a ship and 
loaded on the same ship. The 
transshipment containers are discharged 
from a ship and loaded on another ship or 
transshipped by road. 


5.2. The MBPT has also made the following additional submissions: 

(i) . TAMP follows fixation of tariff on cost plus basis. The proposed rates are approximately 

60% of the cost plus ROI based tariff. Since the pricing is market and not cost based, 
the benchmark of JNPT rates has been considered. The proposed rates are less than 
at JNPT. 

(ii) . The productivity levels of JNPT could be much higher than MBPT. Tariff is based on 

volumes. As such, MBPT justifies its proposed rates based on market conditions 
instead of cost based tariff. 


(iii). MBPT confirms that the proposed rates are inclusive of any impact of escalation on fuel 
and includes the lift off incase of imports at container stack yard and lift on incase of 
export containers. 


(iv) . Concessional rates have been proposed in certain types of containers viz. General 

Containers (empty), ICO (empty) handled by gantry, transshipment, same bottom 
containers to promote traffic in this segment. 

(v) . The moderate increase in general containers is expected to fetch additional revenue of 

approximately Rs.80 lakhs to the Port. The promotional tariff prescribed for certain 
segments and increase in cost is expected to be set off. 

6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 30 June 2005 at the Office of this Authority. At 

the joint hearing, the MBPT and the concerned user organisation have made their submissions. 


6.2. At the joint hearing, it was decided that the MBPT should furnish requisite information 

and also an impact analysis statement comparing the existing and proposed rates. In view of the 
earlier decision that the cost of on board stevedoring of containers being part of the ocean freight under 
liner terms cannot be a part of the Terminal Handling Charges, the MBPT was advised to furnish its 
comments on factoring the principle set earlier in the proposed composite rates. 
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7. j The MBPT in its reply dated 16 August 2005 made the following main points: 

(ii. The component of the on-board stevedoring in the proposed Composite box rates is as 
j follows: 

| A) In berths having Quayside Gantry Cranes 




Upto 20’ 

Above 20’ 



Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

(i) 

General containers 

378 

378 

378 

378 

<») 

ICD Containers 

378 

378 

378 

378 

(iii) 

Transshipment Containers 

756 

756 

756 

756 

(iv) 

Same bottom Containers 

756 

756 

756 

756 

(v) 

Export containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills 
from other ports for shipment 

640.50 

640 50 

640.50 

640.50 


B) In berths other than at A) above 




Upto 20’ 

Above 20’ 



Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

(i) 

General containers 

609.53 

609.53 

609.53 

609.53 

(ii) 

ICD Containers 

609.53 

609.53 

609.53 

609.53 

(iii) 

Transshipment Containers 

1219.06 

1219.06 

1219.06 

1219.06 

(iv) 

Same bottom Containers 

1219.06 

1219.06 

1219.06 

1219.06 

(v) 

Export containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills 
from other ports for shipment 

872.03 

872.03 

872.03 

872.03 

(Vi) 

Containers moved by barges 
between MBPT and other 
ports 

262.50 

262.50 

262.50 

262.50 


(iio. The issue of onboard stevedoring forming part of the ocean freight and not Terminal 
Handling Charges (THC) is relevant only to general containers and ICD containers. 
Incase of Transshipment Containers, Same bottom Containers and Export containers 
brought by barges from other ports for shipment, the box rate is totally borne by the 
container operator and not passed to the importer or exporter. Hence the question of 
onboard stevedoring forming part of the ocean freight and not Terminal Handling 
i Charges is not relevant for these three categories of containers. 

(iij). With reference to the general and ICD containers, it is stated that the onboard 
stevedoring is covered in the Ocean freight and cannot be recovered under THC. 
Hence while approving the box rate, TAMP may add a foot note that the box rates 
include onboard stevedoring charges at Rs.609.53 for containers handled by ship’s 
crane and Rs.378/- by port gantry cranes and the THC charges to the importers/ 
exporters should exclude the onboard stevedoring cost 


8. The MBPT was reminded on 9 August 2005 to update the cost statements for the year 

2004-05 dnd projection for next three years 2005-06 to 2007-08 in line with the revised tariff guidelines. 
The MBPT was also advised to furnish the workings for estimating the operating income. The MBPT 
vide its lei ter dated 31 August 2005 replied that the requisite details were under compilation. We have, 
however, not received the requisite information from MBPT till the finalisation of this case. 


MB 


9.1. 
by the 
held that 
therefore, 
levied by 
challenge 


This Authority had passed an Order dated 12 June 2001 relating to the proposal filed 
PT for fixation of ceiling rates for identified port related services. This Authority, inter alia, 
jcost of on-board stevedoring of containers is a part of ocean freight under liner terms and, 
cost of on board stevedoring in such cases cannot be part of terminal handling charges 
the shipping lines. This Order dated 12 June 2001 passed by this Authority is under 
before the Hon’ble Court of Bombay by Writ Petition No.2442 of 2001 and the MBPT is one 
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of the respondents in the Writ Petition in reference, it is to be noted that the Order dated 12 June 2001 
is not stayed by the Hon'ble High Court of Bombay. 

9.2. With reference to the Writ Petition No.2442 of 2001 filed by the CSLA and MANS A 

against the tariff Order dated 12 June 2001, the Hon’ble High Court of Bombay has directed this 
Authority on 23 August 2005 to take a decision within 4 weeks from 23 August 2005 on the box rate 
proposal filed by the MBPT. 

10. Proceedings relating to consultation in this case are availabie on records at the office of 
this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned parties at 
the joint hearing will be forwarded separately to all concerned parties. These details are also available 
at our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in 

11. With reference to totality of the information collected during the processing of the case, 
the following position emerges: 

(i) . This Authority while passing the Order in September 2003 on the MBPT proposal for 

fixation of rates for providing stevedoring services taken over by it, had advised the port 
to submit its proposal for providing comprehensive service to container and the levy of 
box rates. As a step towards providing composite services to containers, the port had 
taken over the stevedoring services and transportation between quay and yard. 

In this backdrop, the MBPT has filed this proposal to prescribe composite box rates for 
handling containers within its docks. The MANSA and BCH,-,A have, however, 
suggested for prescription of composite box rate for full cycle of operations upto 
Container Freight Station. Even though MBPT has not responded to this suggestion, 
MANSA itself has clarified that prescription of composite box rate for full cycle of 
operation upto Wadala Container Freight Station may perhaps be possible for the 
MBPT only when it takes over the transportation of containers between its container 
yard and CFS. It is an operational issue to be decided by the MBPT. The composite 
box rate envisages grouping of existing charges for on-board stevedoring, ship to shore 
transfer movement, between berth and container yard, lift on / lift off at yard and also 
wharfage component of containers as against separate tariff prescribed in the existing 
Scale of Rates for various operations. The revised guidelines for tariff fixation 
encourage prescription of composite box rate covering basic container handling 
services in the major ports. Even though different views are furnished on the quantum 
of the proposed rates, the users have not expressed any objection to the box rate 
arrangement proposed. 

(ii) . This Authority notified the revised tariff guidelines on 31 March 2005 in the Gazette of 

India in compliance with the policy direction issued by the Ministry of Shipping, Road 
Transport & Highways (MSRTH) under Section 111 of the Major Port Trusts Act 1963 
The MBPT proposal is, therefore, analysed in the light of the revised tariff guidelines. 

(iii) . The MBPT has claimed that the cost position relating to container handling is in deficit. 

If the usual cost plus approach of fixing tariff is followed, these rates are to be revised 
upwards steeply. In order to maintain affordability to users and competitiveness vis-3- 
vis neighbouring container terminals, the MBPT proposes to aggregate the existing 
itemized rates with some adjustments. 

The argument of CSLA about the inappropriateness of comparing the proposed tariff 
with that prevailing at JNPT due to the vast difference in the productivity levels 
deserves to be admitted. The port may have many constraints and compulsions. From 
the users point of view it is ultimately the combination of tariff and quality of service 
including productivity 

The CSLA has raised a question whether the method proposed to be adopted by 
MBPT would be acceptable to TAMP. The question is not clear. It is taken to mean 
whether this Authority would deviate from the cost plus approach to market based 
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pricing. The revised tariff guidelines require this Authority to follow a port- 
wise/terminal-wise cost plus approach. One of the considerations for introducing a 
third party tariff regulation in port sector is absence of a well developed competitive 
market Just because users pay certain charges at one port does not mean that they 
would be market price in relation to other port. Even if the existing tariff is proposed to 
be adopted, they need to be justified from cost point of view. If an operator proposes 
to operate at tariff below the admissible levels of costs to build up volumes, this 
Authority does not have any objection to such an approach provided it does not 
significantly add to incidence of cross-subsidisation. 

(iv) . The MBPT was requested to furnish the workings for the estimated and actual income. 

It was also requested to update the cost statement for the year 2004-05 and furnish 
projections for three years from the year 2005-06 in line with the revised tariff 
guidelines. The port has assured to furnish details but even after elapse of two 
months, such details are not furnished. As stated earlier, the direction received from 
the Hon'ble High Court of Bombay requires an Order to be passed in this case within 4 
weeks from 23 August 2005. This analysis is, therefore, constrained to be made based 
only on the estimates for the year 2005-06 which were furnished initially by MBPT 
alongwith the proposal. 

(v) . In the absence of any other details available, the traffic projection and income 

estimates furnished by the MBPT are relied upon. The CSLA has raised some doubts 
about the traffic forecast. If accepting the estimates of MBPT is found to have given 
any undue advantage to the port due to any wrong estimation, such benefits will be set 
off in the next review when the actuals will be verified with the estimates considered 
now. 

(vi) . In line with the revised tariff guidelines, this Authority is allowing annual escalation of 

6.44% in the tariff revision proposals during the financial year 2005-06. Since the 
expenditure projection for the 2005-06 as compared to the financial year 2004-05 is 
less than the escalation factor of 6.44%, the estimates furnished by the MBPT for 
2005-06 are considered without any modification. 

(vii) . The revised tariff guidelines stipulate that only fully commissioned business assets will 

be considered for computing allowable depreciation. The port has confirmed that it has 
calculated depreciation on fully commissioned assets. The MBPT has worked out the 
depreciation on the .basis of life norms of assets prescribed by the Government and 
has assured to rework the depreciation in line with the revised tariff guidelines at the 
time of formulation of its comprehensive tariff proposal As stated by the port, the 
revision of depreciation may not make any significant impact on the final deficit 
position. The depreciation of assets for the year 2005-06 is accepted as reported by 
MBPT. 

(viii). There is an increase of around 50% in the Finance & Miscellaneous Expenditure for 
the year 2003-04 as compared to the year 2002-03. The MBPT has sought to explain 
that it had contributed an amount of Rs. 210 Crore towards pension fund in the year 
2003-04 as against Rs. 137- Crores in the year 2002-03. The breakup for Financial & 
Miscellaneous Expenditure furnished by the port includes contribution to pension fund 
for the year 2004-05 and 2005-06 also. The revised tariff guideline does not permit 
one time expenses viz., contribution to pension fund for past liabilities as an item of 
cost in the tariff revision exercise. In the other tariff cases of MBPT decided in the 
recent past, this Authority had disallowed contribution to the pension fund as an item of 
cost since the additional contribution represented building up of the fund for the deficit 
of the past and not the simple annual contribution to the fund. The breakup of arrears 
and current pension fund is not furnished. In the absence of such details, the entire 
contribution to pension fund is excluded, though in principle it is admitted that current 
payment will qualify for inclusion under this head. The Financial & Miscellaneous 
Expenditure is, therefore, moderated accordingly. 
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(ix) . In order to asses the reasonableness of capital base, the MBPT was requested to 

furnish the requisite details of capital employed in the facilities to handle containers. 
The port, however, did not furnish the requisite details. The MBPT has, however, 
confirmed that the assets are fully commissioned. Further, the MBPT has estimated a 
negative working capital for the year 2005-06. The net block of the assets as furnished 
by the port is considered as capital employed for the purpose of this analysis. 

(x) . The maximum permissible return on capital employed under the revised tariff 

guidelines incase of major port trusts and private terminal operators for the financial 
year 2005-06 is fixed at 15%. The MBPT has claimed the capacity utilisation of about 
75% for the year 2004-05 and this level is assumed to remain the same level for the 
year 2005-06 also. The ROCE is, therefore, taken at the maximum level of 15%. 
Since the MBPT has computed the ROCE at 18.5% of the capital employed, necessary 
corrections have been made in the cost statement 

(xi) . Subject to the analysis given above, the financial / cost statement has been amended. 

The modified cost statement is attached as Annex - 1. The summarised position of the 
results disclosed by the financial / cost statement for the year 2005-06 is presented in 
the table given below: 

__ ( Rs. in Crores) 


Year 

Container handling activity 


Deficit after ROCE 
(in Rs.) 

Deficit as % of Operating , 
Income 

2005-06 

86.06 

64.16 


It is. however, to be admitted that the deficit position to be seen in the light of flow of 
cross-subsidisation between various activities. An meaningful analysis in this regard is 
possible only when ail the activities of the port are taken up for review. It is noteworthy 
that the MBPT has been advised on more than one occasion to file a comprehensive 
proposal which they have agreed to submit by 15 September 2005. 

(xii). The container related charges being levied at MBPT, inter alia, include quay side 
gantry crane and wharfage on containers. The charges for quayside gantry cranes and 
wharfage on containers are denominated in US dollors terms. Since the proposed 
composite rates are in Indian Rupees, the MBPT has applied an exchange rate of 
Rs.46/- per US dollor to convert the existing dollor denominated rates. As admitted by 
the MBPT, the exchange rate was around Rs 45.85 in October 2004. As rightly pointed 
out by the CSLA, the exchange rate prevailing in October 2004 cannot be applied now 
for conversion purposes. But, adjustment of the rates to the current exchange rate will 
not alter the final decision in this case in view of the deficit depicted by the cost 
statement. Further, any adjustment made will only reduce the projected operating 
income which will further widen the revenue gap. 

(xiii). (a). Clause 5.1.1. of the revised tariff guideline stipulates prescription of composite 
box rate with rebate to be allowed if any of the individual services included in 
the composite rate are not provided by the port. The MBPT did not propose 
any such rebates in the proposed Scale of Rates. The MBPT has, however, 
explained that separate charges for the services rendered shall be recovered 
as per the itemized rates in Scale of Rates. While furnishing clarification, the 
MBPT has, however, maintained that provision of ail services included in the 
composite rate is mandatory. The stand of MBPT is not dear It will be an 
appropriate arrangement if rebates in the composite charge are prescribed for 
any of the services not provided by the port Accordingly, rebate in the 
composite rate is to be allowed to the extent of the itemized rate available in 
the existing Scale of Rates when a corresponding service is not provided. 

(b). The MBPT has also not proposed composite box rate for container of length 
above 40’. Rates for handling container of length above 40' are prescribed at 
the ratio specified in the revised gufoe lines. 
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(c). In the absence of any specific mention in the proposal about concessional tariff 
for coastal containers, rates for coastal containers of all categories have been 
included in the amendment to the Scale of Rates in terms of Clause 4.3. of the 
revised tariff guidelines and the Orders passed by this Authority in compliance 
of the policy direction issued by the Government. ' 

The proposal for prescription of Composite Box rates falls under two main categories; 
namely, Box rates proposed to be levied for the services rendered at the quay side 
gantry berths and non-gantry berths. The proposed box rates for five categories of 
containers proposed to be levied at gantry berths are discussed as hereinunder; 

(a) . With reference to the general loaded containers of 20' (hereinafter 20' 

container) and above 20' and upto 40’ (hereinafter 40’ container) the proposed 
rates show an increase of around 11% and 3% respectively over the existing 
itemized rates.when consolidated. This increase is on account of cushion to 
absorb the increase in salary and wages cost and maintenance cost of 
equipments including fuel as clarified by the MBPT. The increase in cushion 
proposed for 20' loaded containers is more as compared to the 40' loaded 
containers. It is to be recognized that the cushion to absorb anticipated 
increase in cost may not vary with the type of container handled. 
Nevertheless, the rates between 20’ containers -and 40' containers should be 
1:1.5 as per the revised guidelines. This differential is found to have been 
maintained in the proposed rates and the proposed rates are approved. 

In respect of the box rates for general empty containers, the proposed rates 
are less than the aggregate of the existing itemized rates The proposed rates 
for general empty containers are approved 

(b) . (i) In respect of loaded ICD containers, both 20' and 40', proposed increase 

is 8% and 2.7% respectively. The MBPT has adopted the similar 
approach followed in normal containers for loading the cushion to meet 
estimated increase of salary and wages cost and maintenance cost 
including fuel for computing the proposed rates for ICD containers. 


(il). The proposed rates for all ICD containers are higher rates as 
compared to other category of containers. To a query, the MBPT has 
explained that handling of ICD containers involve operations of 
loading/unloading of containers on to the wagons / Agents’ trailers and 
hauled to and fro shunting yard at Wadala. The additional service to 
be provided to ICD containers are clearly mentioned in the Scale of 
Rates. 

(iii). The proposed composite rates to handle all ICD empty containers are 
less than the aggregation of the existing itemised rates 

(c). The proposed rates for all ICD containers are approved. The MBPT has 
pegged the proposed rates for transhipment containers at the rates being 
levied by Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT). Since the proposed composite 
rates for handling transhipment containers, both empty and loaded, are less 
than the existing level, this Authority is inclined to approve the proposed rates. 
The proposed box rates for handling transhipment containers are in line with 
the Clause 5.5.1 of the revised tariff guidelines. 


Though the MBPT has pegged the composite box rates for transhipment 
containers at the levels prevailing at JNPT, the MBPT has not proposed free 
period which JNPT allows for transhipment containers. The MBPT has agreed 
to propose suitable free period while formulating the comprehensive proposal 
for general revision of its Scale of Rates. 
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(d) . 

(e) 

(xv) . (a). 

(b) . 

(c) . 

(xvi) . (a). 

(b) . 

(c) - 
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The proposed composite rates for loaded and empty same bottom containers 
are less than the existing rates when such existing rates are consolidated; and, 
hence the proposed rates are approved. 

The proposed composite rates for containers brought by barges under shipping 
bills from other ports for export are also less than the total of the existing rates 
for operations involved in handling these export containers. Since the 
operations involved for handling these export containers and the operations 
involved for handling transhipment containers are stated to be same, this 
Authority approves the proposed composite box rates for handling export 
containers brought by barges under shipping bills from other ports for 
shipment. 

The MBPT has also proposed composite box rates for handling various 
category of containers at the non-gantry berth. Since the operation is in the 
non-gantry berth, obviously, the MBPT has excluded the gantry crane charges 
from the computation of box rates for handling normal containers. But, the 
proposed box rates for handling loaded containers, both 20’ and 40‘, are more 
by around 18% and 34% than the existing charges. As already stated earlier, 
the approach adopted by MBPT to propose box rate is to add cushion to 
compensate anticipated increase in the cost of the handling the containers. 
But, the increase proposed in the box rate for handling normal containers at 
non-gantry berth vis-a-vis gantry berth increase is not similar. This dissimilarity 
remains unexplained. Since the increase of 18% and 34% proposed is well 
within the overall cost deficit of 64%, the box rates proposed for this category 
of containers are approved. 

With reference to handling of empty containers at non-gantry berth the box rate 
proposed for 20' containers and 40’ containers are more by around 13% and 
30% respectively as compared to the existing rates furnished by the port. In 
view of the overall cost deficit position the proposed rates for handling empty 
containers are approved. 


The increase proposed by the MBPT in the box rate for ICD containers are 
11.25% and about 19% for handling 20’ container and 40’ container 
respectively. With reference to the empty ICD containers the port has proposed 
an increase of around 8% and 16% for 20’ container and 40' container 
respectively in the proposed box rate. In view of the reasons given at 
paragraph (XV) (a) above, the box rates proposed may be approved. 

The proposed box rates for transhipment containers are less than the aggregate 
of the existing Itemized rates. But, such proposed rates are found to be not in 
line with the revised tariff guidelines. Such charges should not exceed 1.5 times 
of the charges prescribed for general containers. The proposed rates are, 
therefore, suitably adjusted. 


MBPT has adopted the box rates proposed for transhipment containers for 
same bottom containers on the ground that the operations involved for handling 
same bottom containers and transhipment containers are the same. The 
proposed rates for same bottom containers of 20’ length, both loaded and 
empty are, therefore, moderated in line with the modified rates for transhipment 
containers. The box rates for same bottom containers of 40’ and above 40 are 
prescribed in the ratios stipulated by the revised tariff guidelines. 


Another tariff item proposed is the box rates for export containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills from other ports for shipment To a query m this 
regard, MBPT has clarified that the proposed rates are applicable tathe export 
containers brought under shipping bills from JNPT by sea unloaded at MBPT 
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| 

I and subsequently loaded on vessels involving both import and export 

I operations. 

i Since the port has further explained that the operations involved in handling 

transhipment containers and export containers of this category are same, the 
' proposed rates are restricted to the moderated box rates for transhipment 

i containers. 

With reference to the rates for handling empty export containers of 40’, the 
MBPT has pegged the proposed rate to a level slightly less than the existing 
a 99 r egate of itemized rates Since all other proposed rates have linkage to the 
rates of transhipment containers, the deviation made tor this particular category 
of container is not adequately explained by MBPT. Since the rates approved by 
this Authority are at ceiling levels, the MBPT has the flexibility to operate at a 
lower level, if it so desires. The box rate for empty export containers of 40’ is, 
therefore, pegged at the level applicable for similar type of transhipment 
| containers, 

j (d). In the case of proposed rate for containers moved by barges between the 

MBPT and other ports, it is to be noted that a similar tariff item is not proposed 
by MBPT for gantry berth. Incidentally, the MBPT has subsequently modified 
the proposed rates pointing out that the rates proposed earlier were for coastal 
containers. 

j With reference to a query on non-incorporation of rates for handling such 

containers at gantry berths, the MBPT has explained that the movement of such 
containers at present takes place between MBPT and JNPT only and are 
j handled at a non-gantry berth and this system may continue in future also. The 

. operation of these containers involve a single activity of either loading or 

unloading, as explained by the Port. The box rates approved for handling such 
j containers should be made applicable rf such single activity of either loading or 

unloading takes place in the gantry berth of MBPT. The proposed rates for 
loaded containers as well as empty containers are at levels higher than the 
aggregate of existing itemized rates. Again, in view of the deficit cost position, 
the proposed rates are approved. It is noteworthy that the revised proposed 
rates for containers of 40’ are less than the rates as computed in the ratio 
prescribed in the revised tariff guidelines. 


(xvii). (Comparative position of the composite box rates and the aggregate of existing itemized 
j rates for different categories of containers is given below: 

Gantry Berths ____ 



Container Cata 

|Ory 

Revised (R».) 

Existing (Rs.) 


Loaded 

■9H 

Loadad 

Em 

pty 

Loaded 

Em 


20* 

40’ 

20- 

40' 

20' 

40’ 

20’ 

40' 




40' 

I 

General Containers 

ICO Containers 

Transshipment Cont 

Same bottom contaii 
Export containers bn 
bargaa under shippir 
from other porta for ; 

iners 

era 

light by 
g bids 
"lipment 

2500 

3800 

3000 

3000 

3000 

3750 

5700 

4500 

4500 

4500 

2000 

3300 

2600 

2600 

2600 

3000 

4950 

3900 

390C 

3900 

2254 

3619 

6908 

4508 
5918 50 

3640 50 

5549 50 

12081 

7281 

10217 50 

2149 

3414 

4298 

4298 

3308 50 

3483 

5392 

6966 

6966 

5102.50 

10 91% 

7 99% 

•130 27% 

•50 27% 
■97 28% 

3 01% 

2 71% 

168 47% 

•61.80% 

-127.06% 

-7 45% 

? 45% 

-65 31% 

-65 31% 
-27 25% 

■16 10% 

•8 93% 

-78.62% 

-78 62% 
-30 83% 
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Non Gantry Berths 




Revised (Re.) 

Existing (Ra.) 

Change (in %i 

Sr. Ne 

Container Category 

Loaded 



Leaded 

Em 

p*y 

Loaded 

Em 

P?3£_ 



»' 

40* 

»' 

40’ 

W 

40* 

20* 

40* 

20* 

40' 

20* 

40* 

1 

General Containers 

1900 

2650 

1700 

2550 

1611.5 

212403 

1506.5 

1966.53 

17.90% 

34 18% 

11.38% 

22 88% 

2 

ICD Containers 

3200 

4000 

3000 

4500 

20765 

4033 03 

2771.5 

3675.53 

11.25% 

19.02% 

7.62% 

13.86% 

3 

Transshipment Containers 

2650 

4275 

2550 

3025 

5623 1 

9046.06 

3013 1 

393306 

-67.30% 

-111.65% 

•16.16% 

-283% 

4 

5 

Same bottom containers 
Export containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills 
from ether ports ter shipment 

2850 

2650 

4275 

4275 

2550 

2550 

3025 

3025 

3223.1 

527603 

4248.00 

8701.03 

3013.1 
2666 03 

3933.06 

3566.03 

•13.09% 

-05.12% 

9.03% 

•103.53% 

•1816% 

-4.55% 

-2 63% 
625% 

6 

Containers moved by barges 
between MBPT and other 
ports 

1440 

1900 

1320 

1860 

1204.50 

1777 

1159.50 

1619.50 

13.86% 

11.42% 

13.04% 

14 85% 


It can be seen from the above table that the percentage of increase in rates, where 
ever allowed, is weil within the overall cost deficit of 64.16%. In respect of item No.6 
under non-gantry berths, the comparison made is with respect to coastal rates. 

The approved composite box rates in respect of the containers of 40' are in line with 
the ciause 5.4 of the revised tariff guidelines. 

(xviii). The CSLA has raised a point whether lift on / off at container yard is included in the 
composite rate. The MBPT has confirmed that the levy of composite rate includes lift 
on of export / lift off of import containers at the pre-stack area. 

(xix) . With reference to the issue raised by MANSA and CSLA regarding separate levy of 

escalation in fuel charges which is levied in the rates for transportation between quay 
and CY, MBPT has confirmed that charges towards fuel escalation will not be levied 
separately on introduction of the composite box rates. 

(xx) . As stated by the MBPT, container charges worldwide are levied on a single box rate. 

Whiie the proposed box rate includes wharfage on containers, the existing method of 
levy of wharfage on containerised cargo under many categories will continue to be 
governed by the wharfage schedule applicable for cargo handled at docks. The 
wharfage rate aiso varies with the type of cargo. Generally, such a differential 
wharfage is not ievied at container terminals where box rate is in vogue. The MBPT 
should analyse the issue further and attempt to evolve a single wharfage rate for 
containerised cargo. When this is done, the wharfage on cargo can also be included in 
the composite rate for ioaded containers. The MBPT should come up with an 
appropriate proposal in this regard at the time of the next review. 

(xxi) . The BCHAA has demanded that on board stevedoring should be excluded from the 

composite rate on the ground of THC issues. As correctly pointed out by CSLA, such 
an exclusion is not made at other terminals where composite box rate is levied. 
Onboard stevedoring is one of the major services involved in container handling; and, 
the MBPT incurs cost to provide the service. It is, therefore, necessary to allow 
recovery of such cost by the port through the tariff. 

One of the main reasons which may have prompted BCHAA to make the suggestion in 
this regard is the findings of this Authority in its Order dated 12 June 2001, passed in 
the case of MBPT for fixation of ceiling rates for the identified port related services. It is 
noteworthy that this order does not exclude onboard stevedoring from the tariff 
recoverable by a port. The issue was whether the charges paid should be passed on 
through the levy of THC collected by lines. For stated reasons, it was held in the Order 
that on board stevedoring forms part of ocean freight under liner terms and hence this 
cost again cannot be included in the THC. 
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I The Order dated 12 June 2001 passed by this Authority is challenged by CSLA and 
MANSA in WP No 2442 of 2001 The main issues agitated in their Writ Petition relate 
| to the jurisdiction of this Authority to interfere in THC matters and the correctness of the 
j finding on onboard stevedoring This Authority was fully convinced on the issues 
before it in the relevant proceeding and passed the Order accordingly. The position 
has been explained clearly to the Hon’ble Bombay High Court through the affidavit-in¬ 
reply to the Writ Petition filed. Since the matter is under judicial review, there is no 
need for this Authority to dwell more on the principle already set. Most importantly, the 
request of the petitioners for an interim stay of the impugned Order was not 
entertained by the Hon'ble Court 


In realization of the position explained above, the MBPT has proposed to indicate the 
element of onboard stevedoring charge amalgamated in the composite rate. In the 
given circumstances, the suggestion of MBPT is reasonable and will also address the 
issue raised by the BCHAA It ts noteworthy that introducing such a break-up is not 
due to any new principle set but only to continue with the existing decision on the 
subject. A conditionality is, therefore, introduced in the Scale of Rates specifying the 
quantum of onboard stevedoring charges included in the box rate Recovery of this 
element through THC levied by the Lines / Steamer Agents will be governed by the 
Order of this Authority dated 12 June 2001. This position will automatically get 
modified if the High Court decides the writ petition in favour of the Petitioners. 

There can be an argument that no such break-up is specified at other terminals where 
box rate is charged on containers The relevant finding was made in a proceeding 
relating to MBPT. This has not been extended by a common adoption Order to all 
other major ports in view of the litigation faced immediately after the Order was notified 
for implementation. It was found reasonable to await the outcome of the judicial review 
of the principle set instead of engaging in more (possible) litigation at different courts of 
Law. The principles set in the MBPT case will be extended for common adoption at all 
ports/ container terminal subject to the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in the Writ 
Petition in reference. 


(xxii). 


i 

i 


(xxiii)i 


j 

i 



i 


MANSA has raised an issue about transportation cost for container yard to container 
freight station. Since this activity has not been taken over by the port, the charge for 
this activity is not included in the composite rate. This means, the private transport 
operators continue to perform this activity. The Order dated 12 June 2001 passed on 
the proposal of MBPT includes ceiling rate for this component. It was even revised 
subsequently on 12 August 2002. The demand of MANSA is to review the ceiling rate 
for transportation perhaps to adjust it to the current level of input costs. Strangely, the 
MBPT has made a very casual remark that it is an issue between TAMP and MANSA. 
It may be significant to note that the existing ceiling rates are fixed based on the 
proposal of MBPT and the MBPT recognizes this activity as the one covered by 
Section 42 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. It is not clear how the port is not 
concerned now with review of the rate therefor. The revised tariff guidelines notified in 
March 2005 also require the port trusts to initiate proposal for fixing ceiling rates for the 
port as a whole for the activities identified under Section 42 ibid which are performed 
by different authorized service providers. The MBPT should, therefore, undertake a 
review whether the existing ceiling rate for transportation from container yard to 
container freight station is necessary and file a suitable proposal within 3 months if the 
review warrants any adjustment in the existing rate. The user associations are advised 
to assist the MBPT in conducting the review exercise. 

The users have suggested that the MBPT should collect the composite box charges 
directly from exporters and importers. According to MANSA, the administrative 
machinery for direct billing and collection is in place at MBPT. The MBPT has also 
agreed to examine this issue further. The MBPT is advised to come up with a pointed 
proposal in this regard at the time of next review. 

The CSLA has raised an objection against levy of transtainer/TLT charges in US $. 
While the MBPT clarified that the transtainer and top lift trucks are container handling 
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equipment and not meant for cargo handling and justified the prescription of these 
charges in Dollar terms. The MBPT has retained the approved rates in Dollar terms 
and not sought specific approval in its proposal for composite box rate. 

(xxv). Since the Notes (ii), (iv) and (vi) to Sub-Section (A) & (B) are proposed in line with the 
existing notes, this Authority is inclined to approve the proposed Notes. The MBPT at 
our instance has elaborated the various services rendered for the levy of box rates and- 
accordingly, the Note No (iii) to the Sub-Section (A) & (B) is also approved. 

(xxvi). The MBPT has proposed certain modifications to the existing conditionalities and 
insertion of some new provisions. These amendments are approved. 

(xxvii). The MBPT has proposed to levy charges separately when the containers are handled 
by top lift trucks or transtainers. Since the proposed rates are composite rates and 
comprehensive services should include lift on / off at pre-stake area, the MBPT was 
asked to clarify the necessity for a separate conditionality for levy of charges for top lift 
trucks or transtainer. The port has clarified that all the containers handled at the port 
may not require deployment of transtainer and top lift trucks. It has further confirmed 
that charges for these containers are not covered in the composite box rate prescribed 
The workings furnished by the MBPT for aggregation of the existing rates confirm this 
position. In view of this, Note (v) to the Sub-Section (A) and (B) is approved as 
proposed by the MBPT. 

(xxviii) The existing onboard stevedoring levy includes lashing / unlashing of containers. To a 
query in this regard, the MBPT has clarified that the proposed box rate does not cover 
the services rendered for lashing / unlashing of containers; and, it has proposed that 
the existing rebate under Section 4(C) of Dock Scale of Rates may continue. 
Accordingly, a provision for existing rebate under Section 4(C) of Dock Scale of Rates 
for the services not rendered for lashing /unlashing of containers is included in the 
Scale of Rates. 

(xxix). The composite rates proposed for transhipment of containers, at gantry berth and at 
non-gantry berth are to cover complete cycle of transhipment i.e., discharge from the 
first carrier to the loading onto the second carrier. If discharge of container from the 
first carrier is carried-out at gantry berth and loading on of transhipment container is 
carried out at non-gantry berth or vice versa, separate rates are required to be 
specified in the Scale of Rates The MBPT has not proposed such separate rates 
since the proposed rates for gantry and non-gantry berths were same. Because of the 
moderation made in the rates levied at non-gantry berth, a conditionality is included 
stating that when a transhipment container is handled at gantry berth at one leg and at 
non-gantry berth in the other leg, composite charge should be levied at 50% of the rate 
applicable for transhipment containers at gantry berth and 50% of rate applicable for 
transhipment containers at the non-gantry berth. 

(xxx). The MBPT has not suggested the provisions relating to levy of storage charges on the 
abandoned FCL containers / shipper owned containers in line with the clause 5.8 3 of 
revised tariff guidelines. The Scale of Rates is amended to include these 
conditionalities. 

(xxxi) The rates approved by this Authority will be at the ceiling level and the rebate / discount 
will be at floor level in line with the revised tariff guidelines. The MBPT will have the 
flexibility to charge at a lower rate, if it so desires, based on the commercial judgment 
of the port. 

(xxxii). The revised tariff guidelines stipulate a tariff validity cycle of 3 years. As stated earlier 
the MBPT has not furnished the income / cost estimates for the years 2006-07 and 
2007-06. Since the analysis is based on the projections furnished by the MBPT only 
for one year (2005-06), the approval to the composite box rates will be valid till 31 
March 2006 only. The MBPT should submit a suitable proposal well in advance in 
prescription of rates beyond 31 March 2006. 
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12- In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, tiis Authority approves the amendments to the Scale of Rates of Mumbai Port Trust as in 
Annex-1 II attached. 

13.1. i The revised Scale of Pates will come into effect on expiry of 30 days from the date of 

notification of the Order in the Gazette o f India. 

13.2. The revised Scale of Rates will be valid upto 31 March 2006. 

13.3. The MBPT should submit well in advance its proposal with all supporting details for 
fixation of rates for the period beyond 3f March 2006. 


Annex -1 


Mumbai Port Trust 

Cost Statement for the Container Service 




Operating Income 

Oper at i ng Cost 
Operating Cost 
General Facilities 
Oc pn B ria t to n 

FtrraneeS Miscellaneous Expenses 


(Ml) 

Allocated Management A General Overheads 

PteZ9mptmtm-IV) 


Return on Capital Employed * 

Net Surplus after Return on Capital Employed 

Net Surplus after Return on Capital Employed 
as a % of Operating Income 


Estimates 
furnished by 
MBPT 

Estimates 
moderated 
by TAMP 

2005-06 

2005-06 

13412.65 

13412.65 

12819.23 

12819.23 

2573.77 

2573.77 

480.88 

480.88 

12479.13 

536.09 

28353.01 

16409.97 

-14940.36 

-2997.32 

4959.39 

4959.39 

-19899.75 

-7956.71 

11935.00 

4327.00 

2208.00 

649.05 

-22107.75 

-8605.76 

-164.83% 

-64.16% 



* Th| Return On Capital Employed is calculated at 18.5% by MBPT and 15% by TAMP 
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Annex - II 

Amendment to the Scale of Rates of Mumbai Rort Trust charges at the Docks, 


(I). Delete the existing subsection (A), (6) and (C)(1)(a) of Section V of the Scale of 
Rates charged at Docks and substitute tberetor the following: 

Section V 

CHARGES ON CARGO CONTAINERS. CONTAINERISED CARGO AMD CONTAINER EQUIPMENT 


(A) Composite Charges on Cargo Containers handled at the Berths having Quayside 


Gantry Cranes 


(Figures in Rs.) 


Sr 

No 

Container Category 

Ceiling Rates for Containers of 
length upto 20* 


Ceding Rates for Containers of 
length above 40’ 



Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

_ 



Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

i 

General Containers 

2500 

1500 

2000 

1200 

3750 

2250 

3000 


5000 

■cUMf 

4000 

2400 

ii 

ICO Containers 

3800 

2280 

3300 

1980 

5700 

3420 

4950 


7600 


■ijiHIf 

3960 

iii 

Transshipment 

Containers 

3000 

1800 

2600 

1560 

4500 

2700 

3900 

2340 

6000 

3600 


3120 

iv 

Same bottom 
Containers 

3000 


2600 

1560 



3900 

2340 

6000 

3600 



V 

, . 


3000 

1800 

2600 

1560 

4500 

2700 

3900 

2340 

6000 

3600 

5200 



(B) Composite Charges on Cargo Containers handled at Berths other than those 
mentioned at (A) above 


(Figures in Rs.) 


Sr 

No 

Container Category 

Ceiling Rates for Containers of 
length upto 20’ 

Ceiling Rates for Containers of 
length above 20' but upto 40’ 

Ceiling Rates for Containers of 
length above 40’ 

Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Etn P t y _ 



Foreiqn 

Coastal 

Foreiqn 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

Foreiqn 

Coastal 

Foreign 

Coastal 

i 

General Containers 

1900 

1140 

1700 

1020 

2850 

1710 

2550 

1530 

3800 

2280 

3400 

2040 

ii 

ICD containers 

3200 

1920 

3000 

1800 

4800 

2880 

4500 

2700 

6400 

3840 

6000 

3600 

iii 

Transshipment 

Containers 

2850 

1710 

2550 

1530 

4275 

2565 

3825 

2295 

5700 

3420 

5100 

3060 

iv 

Same bottom 
Containers 

2850 

1710 

2550 

1530 

4275 

2565 

3825 

2295 

5700 

3420 

5100 

3060 

V 

Export Containers 
brought by barges 
under shipping bills 
From other ports for 
shipment 

2850 

1710 

2550 

1530 

4275 

2565 

3825 

2295 

5700 

3420 

5100 

3060 

vi 

Containers moved 
by barges between 
MBPT and other 
ports 

2400 

1440 

2200 

1320 

3300 

1980 

3100 

1860 

4800 

2880 

4400 

2640 


Notes: Sub Section (A) and (B) 


(j). The above composite rates include the following charges towards onboard stevedoring 
and inclusion of this element in THC levied by the Shipping Lines/ Agents shall be 
regulated in accordance with the Order of TAWIP passed in case no: TAMP/47/2000 
MBPT, dated 12 June 2001: 

Quayside gantry berths: 


(a). 

All general Containers and all ICD Containers 

Rs.378.00 

(b). 

All Transhipment containers and all same bottom 
Containers 

-Rs.7S6.00 

(c). 

All export containers brought by barges under 
shipping bills from JNPT for shipment through 

MBPT. 

Rs.640:50 
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Non-aantrv berths: 


(a). 

All general containers and all ICD 

Containers. 

Rs.609.53 

(b). 

All transhipment containers and all same 

Bottom containers. 

Rs.1219.06 

(e). 

All containers handled by barges to and fro 
Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust. 

Rs.262 50 

(d). 

AH export containers brought by barges under 
shipping bills from Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust 
for shipment to MBPT. 

Rs.872.03 


(ii) . Cargo container means specifically designed container of uniform size for consolidating 

goods within compact unit. 

(iii) . Above charges include On-Board stevedoring charges, handling at Shipside, removal 

of container between shipside and Pre stack/ RCD Yard, loading/ off-loading of ICD 
containers on Railways wagons. 

(iv) . Additional services of loading/ unloading of containers on to the wagons/ Agents’ 

traitors and hauling to and fro shunting yard at Wadala will be provided to the ICD 
containers. 

(v) . Lashing and unlashing containers on board the vessel shall be the responsibility of the 

vessel agents. For lashing and unlashing work done by the vessel agent, a rebate of 
Rs.30 per boK will be granted on the boxes on all the boxes loaded/ discharged. 

(vi) . When a t; ^nsshipment container is unloaded at gantry berth and loaded at Non-Gantry 

Berth or vice versa, 50% of the Box rate for Transhipment Containers prescribed for 
each of the berths will be applicable. 

(vii) . Container from a foreign port which reaches an Indian Port ‘A’ for subsequent 

transhipment to Indian Port ‘B’ will be levied the concessional charges relevant for its 
coastal voyaoe In other words, containers from/ to Indian ports carried by vessels 
permitted to undertake coastal voyage will qualify for concession. 

(viii). Empty containers received from / removed to ICD by road shall be treated on par with 
local empty containers for levy of charges. 

(ix) . Charges for containers handled by Toplift Trucks or Transtainer shall be levied 

separately 

(x) . Import loaded container manifested as local if subsequently transhipped to ICD shall be 

treated as local container till the date on which the container has been allowed by 
Customs to be transhipped to ICD. Similarly ICD import containers destuffed and 
cleared from the Port shall be treated as FCL for levy of Port Charges. 

II. Delete the existing notes 5 and 10 of sub-section D and renumber the existing 
notes 6,7,8,9 and 11 as notes 5,6,7,8 and 10 and insert the following as note (9) 

(9). Demurrage charges on the cargo stuffed inside the container and subsequently 
destuffed and removed back to town shall be levied as per (5) above. No 
wharfage shall be levied thereon. Similarly, in the case of cargo stuffed inside 
the container and subsequently destuffed and again restuffed in the container 
and shipped on board the vessel, demurrage charges shall be levied as per (5) 
above till the date of restuffing of cargo inside the container and wharfage in 
terms of Section I Exports shall also be levied on cargo inside the container 


t 
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m. 


Delete the existing note 11 of sub-section D and substitute therefor the following 


( 11 ) 


The storage charges on abandoned FCL containers/ shipper owned containers 
shall be levied upto the date of receipt of intimation of abandonment in writing or 
75 days from the day of landing of the container, whichever is earlier subject to 
the following conditions: 


0 )- 

(ii). 


The consignee can issue a letter of abandonment at any time. 

If the consignee chooses not to issue such letter of abandonment, the 
container Agent/ MLO can also issue abandonment letter subject to the 
condition that, 


(a). 


(b). 


the Line shall resume custody of container along with cargo 
and either take back it or remove it from the port premises; and 

the line shall pay all port charges accrued on the cargo and 
container before resuming custody of the container. 


(in). 


(iv). 


IV. 


V. 


(C) 


The container Agent/ MLO shall observe the necessary formalities and 
bear the cost of transportation and destuffing. In case of their failure to 
take such action within the stipulated period, the storage charge on 
container shall continue to be levied till such time all necessary actions 
are taken by the shipping lines for destuffing the cargo. 

Where the container is seized/ confiscated by the Custom Authorities 
and the same cannot be de-stuffed within the prescribed time limit of 
75 days, the storage charges will cease to apply from the day the 
Custom order release of the cargo subject to lines observing the 
necessary formalities and bearing the cost of transportation and de¬ 
stuffing. Otherwise, seized/ confiscated containers should be removed 
by the line/ consignee from the port premises to the Customs bonded 
area and in that case the storage charge shall cease to apply from the 
day of such removal. 

Delete the existing clause (1) of Sub-Section G and substitute therefor the 
following: 

(G) Charges on Containerised Cargo 

Wharfage and demurrage shall be payable on import containerized cargo, 
excepting those destined to ICD and FCL cleared through Private CFS in terms 
of Note (8) to sub-section D above as applicable under Sections I & II 

Delete the existing General Note (ii) and substitute therefor the following as note 

(ii) 

Transhipment and same bottom containers shall be treated on par with import 
containers for levy of license fees for storage. 

With the prior permission of the MBPT authorities, rebates shall be applicable 
to the port users for carrying out various operations with their own 
arrangements in the Gantry berths and Non Gantry Berths. The rebates 
applicable along with the conditions are as follows: 

Gantry Crane Charges 


(ii) 


(0 


At Gantrv Berths _______—— —-:- 1 

Sr. NoH 

Particulars 

Rebate (Rs.) I Coastal (Ks.) 

A 

General, ICD and Export Containers 
brought by barges under shipping 
bills 



Loadted 


- 20' 

830.87 

498.52 


-40' 

" 1661.74 

997.04 
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$r. No 

Particulars 

Rebate (Rs.) 

Coastal (Rs.) 

1" 

- above 40' 

1661.74 

997.04 


Empty 


... 


-20' 

830.87 

498 52 


-40' 

1661.74 

997.04 


- above 40' 

1661.74 

997.04 

i 

Transshipment and Same bottom 
Containers 



— 


Loaded 





-20' 

1661.74 

997.04 



-40’ 

3323.48 

1994.09 



- above 40' 

3323.48 

1994.09 



Empty 





-20’ 

1661.74 

997.04 



-40’ 

3323.48 

1994.09 



- above 40’ 

3323 48 

1994.09 


(ii). 


3 


SE No 


evedoring Charges 
Gantry Berths 


Particulars 


General and ICD Containers 


Loaded 


- 20 ' 


-40' 


- above 40' 


Empty 


- 20 ' 


-40’ 


Rebate (Rs.) 


Coastal (Rs.) 


378 


227 


378 


above 40' 


Transshipment and Same bottom 


378 

378 

378 

378" 


227 

227 


227 
22 7 _ 
227 


Containers 


Loaded 




- 20' 

756 

"454’ ' 




-40’ 

756 

454 




- above 40’ 

756 

454 

"1 


Empty 

- 

I 

_i_ 

- 20' 

756 

454 

—I 



-40’ 

756 

454 




- above 40’ 

756 

454 



c 

Export Containers brought by barges 



■■ 



under shipping bills from other ports 






for shipment 






_ 

Loaded 

[ 


1 



- 20' 


640.50 : 

384.30 




- 40' 


640 50 1 

384.30 




- above 40’ 


640 50 

384.30 




Empty 



J_ 

J 



-20' 


640.50 

384 30 



-40’ 


640.50 

384 30 




- above 40' 

i 

j 

640.50 

384.30 



At Non Gantry Berths 





[.S' 

^Noi 

Particulars | Rebate (Rs.) f 

Coastal (Rs.) 



General and ICD Containers 




! 

Loaded 






-20’ 


609.53 

365.72 


...... 


-40' 


609.53 

365 72 




- above 40' 


609.53 

365.72 



_ 

Empty 







-20' 


609.53 

365.72 


i 

-40' 


609.53 

365.72" 



- above 40' 


609 53 | 

365.72 



* 
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B 

Transshipment .and ^Sanie 

bottom Containers 



Loaded 


-20’ 

1219.06 

731.44 


-40’ 

1219.06 

731.44 


- above 40' 

1219.06 

731.44 


Empty 


- 


- 20’ 

1219.06 

731.44 


-40’ 

1219.06 

731.44 


- above 40’ 

1219.06 

731.44 

C 

Containers handled by barges 
to and fro other ports 

<Rs.) 

(Rs.) 


Loaded 




- 20’ 

262.50 

157.50 


-40’ 

262.50 

157.50 


- above 40' 

262.50 

157.50 


Empty 




-20’ 

262.50 

157.50 


-40’ 

262.50 

157.50 


- above 40’ 

262.50 

157.50 

D 

Export Containers brought by 
barges under shipping bills 
from other ports for shipment 
through MBPT. 




Loaded 




-20’ 

872.03 

523.22 


-40’ 

872.03 

523.22 


- above 40' 

872.03 

523.22 


Empty 




-20’ 

872.03 

523.22 


-40’ 

872.03 

,523.22 


- above 40' 

872.03 

523.22 


(iii). Transportation Charges 


Sr. No 

Particulars 

Rebate (Rs.) j Coastal (Rs.) j 

A 

General, ICD and Containers 
handled by barges to and fro 
other ports 

! 

_.__ 


Loaded 


-20’ 

565 

339 


-40' 

847.50 

508.50 


- above 40’ 

1130 

678 


Empty 




-20’ 

460 

276 


-40’ 

690 

414 


- above 40’ 

920 

552 

B 

Transshipment, Same bottom 
Containers and Export 

Containers brought by barges 
under shipping bills from other 
ports for shipment through 
MBPT. 

i 


Loaded 


-20’ 

1130 

678 


-40’ 

1695 

1017 


- above 40’ 

2260 

1356 


Empty 




-20’ 

920 

552 


-40’ 

1380 

828 


- above 40’ 

1840 

1104 
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